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OUR READERS will see elsewhere in our columns the 
details of the regulations respecting the munificent gift 
which Timpron Martin, Esq., of Liverpool, has just pre- 
sented to the profession. It is an example highly worthy 
of imitation. The foundation of a prize of this descrip- 
tion, which, whatever may be its intrinsic value, is al- 
ways an object of emulation and competition, does more 
to encourage the acquisition of knowledge of a high 
class than all the test-examinations, compulsory or other, 
that could be instituted. 


29, 1865. 


THE CRIMINAL APPELLATE POWER, which forms part 
of the Queen’s prerogative, and which at this moment 
places her advisers under a responsibility unusually 
arduous, has encountered the objection, among the chief 
urged against it, that it is wanting in a rule of action. 
Precedent cannot, in the nature of things, be supposed 
to be entirely disregarded in the exercise of the highest 
penal function. It is related of George the Third that 
when hard pressed on all sides and by all kinds of 
influence to reprieve Dr. Dodd, the king, standing firm 
on the precedent which had then recently happened, of 
two brothers, engravers, executed for forgery, said “If I 
spare Dodd, then those men were murdered.” The 
complaint which has induced the legislative attempts, 
hitherto fruitlessly made, to constitute a judicial court 
to hear appeals in criminal cases, is not that the Queen’s 
advisers do in fact decide arbitrarily in any particular 
case whether the sentence of death shall be carried out 
or remitted, but that the decision is neither arrived at 
nor given in such a manner as to manifest that sub- 
mission to law or usage on which a judge rests his 
responsibility in court, or a minister his responsibility 
in Parliament. No doubt the advocates for mercy are 
sulliciently diligent in searching out apt precedents of 
reprieve for the consideration of the Crown, and in 
endeavouring to bring a condemned prisoner’s case 
within some rule or seeming rule that may serve as a 
guide. They will indeed show far more diligence in 
this work than can be demanded or expected from the 
judge who sentenced the prisoner, and is consulted by 
the Crown, or from the Home Secretary or any one else 
who may be taken to represent the public in the 
matter. Even in the faint semblance of judicial 
proceeding at the Home Office there is some method. 
3ut whatever else may be lacking in precedent or rule 
to govern the advisers of the Crown in reviewing a 
sentence of death, this at least might be supposed to have 


enough to procure a commutation of the capital sentence. 
That plea has been since put in, and if there be truth 


in the alleged intention, a very grave question 
is raised. The effect of the plea would be vir- 


| tually to transfer the trial from the Salisbury Assize 





| tosufter death for the murder of her brother. 
| there is this concurrence of assumption, there is an equal 


Court to the Home Office. The plea and sentence 
will all have been pro formd. But the Home Secretary 
will have to judge whether he is not stopped from 
dealing with the question of insanity by the con- 
sideration that it ought to have been submitted to the 
jury in the first instance. He may at least hold it to be 
his duty, on behalf of the public, to take care that the 
evidence of the matters brought before him shall be in 
a state most conducive to justice and right. It cannot 
be so if examination and cross-examination in open 
court have been purposely avoided by a plea of guilty. 
It is assumed by the newspapers generally that this 
young woman must not be allowed, in the usual course, 
But while 


concurrence in the want of any substantial ground for the 
assumption. It seems to be a foregone conclusion of 
sentiment on their part rather than a deliberate result 


| of judgment. It may be weakness or it may be strength 


to look at the case in the permanent interest of the ad- 
ministration of the law rather than in an emotional 


' view, but a legal journal will be pardoned if it attaches 


less weight to Mr. Justice Willes’ very natural show of 


' feeling as a man, than to the words which he spoke as 


a judge before the heart had got the better of the head. 
“T can entertain no doubt,” he said, “after having read 
the evidence with the depositions, and considering that 
this is the third confession of your crime, that your plea 
is one of a really guilty person. The murder was one 
committed under circumstances of great deliberation 
and cruelty. You appear to have allowed your feelings 
of jealousy and anger to have worked in your breast 


| until at last they assumed over you the influence and 


' judice or prepossession be torn away. 


the power of the Evil One.” Nemo repente fuit tur- 
pissimus. Substitute here for “jealousy and anger,” 
avarice, lust, revenge, or any other of the incentives to 
murder, and where is the murderer for whom this 
language of the judge would not be strong enough ? 
Deliberation and cruelty are the darkest features which 
can be assigned to the crime. That the deliberation and 
cruelty may stand out clearly, let the veil of class pre- 
Let us follow the 
example of natural philosophers, who remove all dis- 
turbing elements that they may come at a true result. 
Suppose the murderess to have been the daughter of 
poor but decent persons, such as day labourers, and to 
have been coarse in features, rude in manner, and untu- 
tored in mind. The crime, if excusable at all, would 
have been more excusable in such a person. Then let 
such a young woman, arrived nearly at an age when she 


, might be herself a mother, and when, in such a lower 


become established, that the Crown will not constitute | 


itself a criminal court of the first instance, unless where, 
subsequently to the verdict of the jury, evidence has 
arisen which, through mischance, ignorance, or some 


trial. It never entered into the mind of the most de- 
termined opponent of the present criminal appeal 
system—not even of Sir Fitzroy Kelly himself—that it 
yas chargeable with the evil of a deliberate withholding 


rank of life, she would probably have played rather a 
mother’s than a sister’s part to her haley Septline tnd say 
let such a young woman be imagined to have done the 
deed at Road, the details of which we forbear to describe 
here again on account of their shocking atrocity, but 
nevertheless leave to the recollection of the reader who 


| would judge rightly between the criminal and the public 


of evidence from the jury, on the prisoner’s part, in the | 


hope that the case so kept back might produce a more 
favourable effect before the Home Secretary than it 
would have done at the trial. Yet, previously to the 
trial of Constance Kent, it was alleged, on apparently 
good authority, that a plea of guilty was intended to 
be put in, with the expectation that certain circum- 
stances regarded as too weak to support a legal de- 
fence on the ground of insanity, might yet be strong 


circumstance of necessity, could not be produced at the , to be protected from crime ; neither journalist nor Judge, 


| we venture to assert, would have been quite so much 


thrown off his balance. 

If the youth of the criminal, when the Road murder 
was committed, be put forward as a ground for mitigating 
the penalty of death, then the boy of fourteen, who 
within our own memory—about twenty years ago 
we think—was executed for murdering a younger 
boy in a wood, was himself murdered. Besides, 
naturally, although not in the eye of the law, a girl of 
sixteen is, in point of adolesence and formation of cha- 
racter, equal to a man of twenty-one. At the age of 
sixteen she may be, and is sometimes, the mistress ef a 
household, even in this northern climate. But Con- 
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stance Kent, we are told, has been convicted chiefly on 
her own confession, “which removes suspicion from 
others.” It is new to English law to hear from the 
bench that confession is any ground for the exercise of 
mercy, even though the confession has removed sus- 
picion which the criminal herself created, and allowed 
to vest on her nearest kindred, to their misery and ruin, 
for years. This was simply an agravation of the crime 
itself. To cause it was horrible, to remove the cause can 
be no merit. 

We could as easily and pleasurably as others indulge 
effusions of pity for a repentant woman. But let us be 
just before we are generous. The poor weeping creature 
in the dock is the object now present. In the fearful 
background are the more pitiable gashed victim, the 
heart-wrung mother, the defamed servant, ‘and the 
blighted family. 

et us not be mistaken ; we are not seeking Constance 
Kent’s death at the executioner’s hands. We wish only 
in the true interest of humanity tv deal with the case in 
the spirit of truth. When the Road case shall be cited 
as a precedent, it can be painted in far blacker colours, in 
favour of future intakes than we have painted it. The 
great question is not whether the prerogative of mercy 
shall, or shall not, be exercised in favour of a particular 
person, but what will be the effect hereafter on the admi- 
nistration of the law. What we have written, harsh as it 
might at first sight appear towards one trembling on the 
brink of an ignominious grave, if it could be supposed 
to be directed against her personally at all, we have 
written in order clearly to present to the advisers of the 
Crown this alternative—either Constance Kent must 
suffer death, or no woman can ever hereafter be executed 
for a murder, however barbarous, perpetrated by her 
when under sixteen years of age: a like change of the 
law must be made in the case of males, and the infliction 
of the higher class of punishments must also undergo 
some corresponding modification.* Let the question be 
fairly met and handled with justice and humanity. We 
do not, in any one word which we have used, desire to 
prejudice it. But we do desire that the function of the 
Crown, which gives the power of life and death over the 
subject, shall be exercised on principles as firmly and 
immutably based as the prerogative itself is high and 
awful in character. 


Cruetty, always somewhat vague of definition in 
law, has not received much elucidation by the proceed- 
ings of the Divorce Cowt. The late Sir Cresswell 
Cresswell decided that the facts relied on as cruel must 
in every case be pleaded specially, so as to avoid the 
necessity of laying down any gencral principle on the 
subject. On the 18th of July, however, judement was 
pronounced in two cases by Sir J. P. Wilde which 
throws some light upon the subject. The learned judge 
lays down in these cases what is cruelty and what is 
not cruelty in clearly contrasted terms. 

In the first case (Power vy. Power) his Lordship said : 
—“Cruelty, in the sense in which the Court holds it, 
proved as a ground of separation or divorce, lies in the 
cumulative i]-conduct which the history of the married 
life discloses. This aggregate is made up of those acts 
of personal violence or degrading conduct which are 
spoken of in the books as ‘acts of cruelty,’ palliated or 
inflamed as the case may be by the respective language, 
demeanour, and bearing, of the parties, and the whole 
considered in connexion with the gencral treatment 
which the party complaining may have received. In 
this case it is proved that, in addition to slight blows 
inflicted on several occasions, and some bruises, the re- 
spondent did, on one occasion, really attempt to cut his 
wife’s throat. He was drunk at the time, and he seized 
her and drew a large knife across her throat. She 





* Since these remarks were printed. the case was taken into the 
consideration of Sir George Grey, who has decided upon recommend- 
ing to the Queen that the sentence should be commuted into one of 
penal servitude for life. Her Majesty has been graciously pleased to 
act upon the recommendation, and Constance Keut will not there- 
for be executed. 








describes that the knife was turned the wrong way, and 
so she escaped. But it was attempted seriously when 
the respondent was in a violent passion at her proposing 
to leave him. It also appeared that she only escaped 
from the room by a stratagem or the most fatal results 
might have ensued.” 

In the second case, namely, that of Cousen v. Cousen, 
the following remarks were made:—“ That the peti- 
tioner experienced much neglect and indifference there 
is little doubt. That the husband’s ill-conduct extended 
to acts of positive violence, ill-treatment, or even abusive 
language, their is no pretence. With the single excep- 
tion I am about to notice the whole of the wife’s com- 
plaint falls within the category of coldness, want of 
affection, isolation, and the like. And the question is 
whether conduct of this nature, in the total absence of 
personal violence or words of menace, can be pronounced 
to be cruelty, It is not pretended that, standing alone, 
it can bear that character; but it is contended that it 
does when taken in conjunction with this other fact, 
that the respondent is proved to have carried on an 
adulterous intercourse with a female servant in his own’ 
house where his wife was residing. The Legislature 
grants to a wife the remedy of divorce in certain cases 
of aggravated adultery, but it does not add adultery 
committed in the household. When, therefore, the Act 
speaks of adultery coupled with cruelty, something 
more, it would seem, was intended than adultery alone, 


| though of an aggravated character.” 


It is extremely useful to note such expressions as 
these, falling as they do from a judge who carefully con- 
siders his judgments. We refrain from enlarging on 
what the learned judge has said so well, and simply con- 
tent ourselves with pointing out that cruelty is to be 
shown more from the general conduct of the party com- 

lained of than from any one act, and that where disso- 

se of a marriage is prayed on the ground of adultery 
coupled with cruelty, not even the most aggravated case 
of adultery can be prayed in aid, so as to convert into 
cruelty acts which, apart from the adultery, would not 
bear that character. 


Caprain Montaau, R.N., lately deceased, has left a 


' legacy to the legal advisers of his executors altogether 


in opposition to the sentiments expressed in his will. 
In avoiding Scylla he seems to have fallen a prey to 
Charybdis and made shipwreck of the bark which he 
considered so fairly launched. This gentleman’s will 
is described as occupying, with its attendant codicils, 
instructions, memoranda, directions, and elucidations, no 
less than forty-two brief sheets, and to be the unaided 
composition of the testator himself. After stating his 
age, mental and bodily health, and belief in the 
Christian religion, and appending thereto numerous 
quotations from Holy Writ, he proceeds as follows :— 
“Tn drawing up the following sheets, which had already 
passed through legal hands, Messrs. , and had been 
extended there to ten times their present dimensions, 
with superfluous and ridiculous circumlocutions and 
repetitions, forensic wordery, besides being unintelligibly 
expressed to common lay intellects, my object has been 
to make them as brief, simple, and plain as possible, 
saying no more than scemed absolutely necessary to 
their being understood.” 

When we remind our readers that the wills of some 
of our most eminent lawyers have been made the sub- 
ject of suits in chancery through their having been made 
as holograph wills by the testators themselves, or been 
drawn by them, it is not surprising that a man with a 
“common lay intellect,” as Tre describes himself, and 
evidently possessed of an intense self conceit, should 
fail to make an intelligible will, Judgment was given 





in the case (Montagu v. Lansdowne) by the Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood on the 19th instant, and after a long and 
elaborate judgment, a decree, for the purpose of effect- 
ing something like the general intention of the testator, 
has been made, but it remains to ascertain the precise 
institutions indicated by some of the charitable bequests 
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contained in the will. To those acquainted with chan- 
cery proceedings it is unnecessary to remark that this 
suit cannot be carried on without considerable expense, 
every farthing of which will come out of the testator’s 
estate; and it is a very apt illustration of the old saying 
about “the man who’s his own lawyer,” that in this 
instance Captain Montagu saved, at the very outside, 
ten guineas in lawyers’ fees in order to exercise his own 
skill in will-drawing, while fifty times that sum will 
wrobably be insufficient to repay to his estate the amount 
fost to it by this folly, 


A CURIOUS DIFFICULTY arose at the Chelmsford 
Assizes, on the 18th instant, on a trial for sheep 
stealing, and was overcome in a no less curious manner. 
It appears that there had been a flock of forty-six sheep, 
the property of the late Lord Maynard, at Little Easton. 
The sheep were stolen, and the owner, Lord Maynard, 
having died, the property in the sheep was, in the in- 
dictment, laid in two sets of persons, one set being the 
executors named in Lord Maynard’s will (as yet un- 
proved), and the other being the house-steward ; but 
the actual ownership of the sheep could not be traced to 
either of them. The judge being of opinion that con- 
structive possession had been traced to the gentlemen 
named as executors, who, although they had not proved 
the will, had intermeddled with the affairs of the 
testator in certain ways, ordered the second count of the 
indictment, laying the property in the house-steward to 
be altered by putting in the name of Sir James Wilde, 
judge of the Probate Court, and a verdict was ultimately 
found against the prisoners of guilty of stealing twenty- 
seven sheep from the executors, and nineteen from the 
judge of the Probate Court. The carelessness of the 
parties in not securing legal proof of the ownership of 
the sheep was severely commented on by the judge. 


THE MANIA FOR PUBLIC COMPANIES Which has, within 
the last two years, affected all classes of society, occa- 
sionally crops out in some new and remarkable phase. 
One of the inconveniences found by operators in shares 
was, that they could never secure the number of shares 
to be allotted them which they applied for, and were ob- 
liged to resort to artifices in order to obtain at par what 
they had sold in the market at a premium. Some said 
that directors were always open to an application made 
through a clergyman, and some that, to obtain what you 
required, you must ask for at least three times as much ; 
for our part we believe that an outsider never had 
any chance of a single share, unless the concern was 
“ shaky.” 

An appeal before the Lords Justices this week, in the 
case of the Fuctage Parisién (Limited) ; Ex parte Young, 
arose out of an instance of this sort, and serves as a 
warning to speculators. 

Mr. Young was anxious to obtain thirty shares in the 
Factage Parisién (Limited), and, in a conversation with 
the secretary, was told that, in order to secure thirty, he 
ought to apply for 100. He paid the deposit for 100 
shares, and made the application in the usual form, and, 
to his extreme disappointment, the whole 100 were 
allotted to him, and he received the certificates. Care- 
fully concealing his disappointment, Mr. Young paid 
the calls made upon him for the 100 shares, but the 
amount thus paid was alleged by him to be on the thirty 





shares, and the amount was exactly what was due on the | 


thirty shares. The Master of the Rolls held Mr. Young 
to be liable in respect of 100 shares, and Mr. Young ap- 
pealed. The Lords Justices considered that the Master 
of the Rolls was right, and dismissed the appeal with 
costs. 

Not having the report of the case as yet before us, we 
are unable to reconcile the statement that the amount 
called for in respect of 100 shares was exactly what was 
due on thirty shares ; but, apart from that question, it 
is obvious that when once a shareholder has accepted 
his shares, he cannot retain them with a view to a profit 
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if the company succeed, or to a repudiation of his lia- 
bility in case of failure. True, this is just what the 
directors do before allotment, but they are of other 
porcelain from mere shareholders. Had Mr. Young at 
once refused all the shares allotted him except thirty, 
his conversation with the secretary might have been— 
we do not say it would have been—sutlicient to relieve 
him from his liability ; but when, after having accepted 
the shares and paid the ealls for them, he seeks, on the 
failure of the company, to escape liability, it is no more 
than just that he should fail of suecess. 

Similar points to this are likely to be of frequent oc- 
currence now that the companies are being weeded out 
by the winding-up of so many in the Court of Chancery. 
We only wish that the arm of that Court would extend 
itself to do similar justice upon the “ promoters” and 
“ directors,” who, by delusive Lag pm and fraudu- 
lent allotments, manage to keep all the oysters, and dis- 
tribute amongst the public ih quantities of shells. 


ALTHOUGH THIS JOURNAL has no political sympathies 
whatever, it is not the less concerned to notice and re- 
probate dishonourable or unworthy actions because they 
have been committed in the interests of a party. On 
this ground we cannot help calling attention to a letter 
which has lately appeared in the public papers. We 
have suppressed all the names, because we haye no 
means of verifying the allegations contained in the 
letter, and the conduct described is, in our opinion, se 
unutterably mean and scandalous that we do not wiill- 
ingly run even the smallest risk of helping to fix so 
odious « charge on any individual who may possibly be 
guiltless thereof. ‘The following is the letter in ques- 
tion :— 

Sir, —Allow me to narrate, for the edification of your readers, 
a specimen of the dishonesty and meanness of which modern 
* * ism is capable. Two ‘ gentlemen” applied to the 
sitting members’ committee in one of the divisions of 
——-shire for passes from France to the county town to vote 
in the late contest. They obtained and used them, includ- 
ing a conveyance to the poll, where they distinguished them- 
selves by plumping for ——, the opposing candidate. 

Out of 119 passes issued to out-voters by the similar com- 
mittee in the other division of the same county, nine acted 
in a manner similar to their compatriots in the former divi- 
sion. With a view of enabling the candidates thus sup- 
ported to show their appreciation of the conduct and character 
of these gentlemen, I will send you, as soon as possible, 
their names and addresses in full. One ought to be able, at 
a moment’s notice, to know where to find gentlemen of this 
stamp.—Your obedient servant, ——oon 

July 22. -_o 

LAST WEEK MENTION WAS MADE of Dr. Lankester, the 
coroner for Middlesex, in connection with a death which 
had occured, and an article which appeared in Bell’s 
Weekly Messenger on the subject, imputing blame to the 
coroner for not having held an inquest. It appears that 
an inquest had then been held, and that every formality 
had then been gone through which the law requires in 
such cases, for we find the editor of Bell’s Weekly Mes- 
senger now tenders a public apology to Dr. Lankester. 

No one who had his choice would be likely to desire 
as a benefit to be blamed in the columns of a newspaper 
as for dereliction of duty, but in this instance an article, 
which seemed to be written almost as in spite, will rather 
result in enhancing the credit of the gentleman whoxe 
conduct was called in question. 

A GRAND JuROR for the County Donegal, in a letter to 
the Zimes, informs the public that at the assizes now 
supposed to be being held for the County Donegal, in 
which there are about 240,000 inhabitants, there is not 





| one case, of either criminal or civil nature, to be tried. 


| 


| 


The sheriff, as “ usual on such occasions,” presented Mr. 
Baron Hughes with a pair of white gloves on his opening 
the commission. On receiving the gloves and congratulat- 
ing the county, the judge remarked that, though such 
things might occur in places of small population, he be- 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. July 29,1865. 











lieved it to be totally unprecedented in any place whose 
population approached so large a number as 240,000. 





Mr. Henry Tommey, a suitor in the Court of Chan- 
cery, imagining himself to have a personal claim upon 
Lord Cranworth, in consequence of a decision given by 
the latter when Lord Chancellor in 1853, applied last 
week to Mr. Tyrwhitt, at Marlborough-street, for advice 
and assistance, and finally wound up his appeal by 
asking for a warrant against the Lord Chancellor. 
There are, no doubt, many suitors who imagine that the 
Lord Chancellor is acquainted with every incident con- 
nected with their suit ; but we do not remember to have 
met with one who wanted to make a Lord Chancellor 
personally liable for the effect of a decision given in 
open court,and who actually waited until he became Chan- 
cellor a second time in order to enforce his remedy. 
Suppose Lord Brougham made Chancellor again, and 
angry suitors threatening him for adverse decisions long 
forgotten by all but themselves... Such madness, we 
say, is rare, and perhaps pardonable on account of the 
ignorance of those subject to it. 





WE REGRET to have to inform our readers of the 
sudden death of Mr. Treherne (barrister, non-practising), 
whose return for Coventry we announced lately.* The 
hon. member died on Saturday, at 4 p.m., his death be- 
ing generally attributed to the excitement of the two 
recently-contested elections in which he has been en- 
gaged. 

One of the first duties of the new House of Commons 
will be to issue writs for the election of members to two 
vacancies for seats, both of which were filled by members 
of the bar; Leominster, which will be vacated by the 
election of Mr. Hardy to sit for the University of Oxford ; 
and Coventry, vacant by the death of Mr. Treherne. 





WE ARE GLAD TO HEAR that Mr. Macaulay is no 
worse, but, if anything, somewhat better. His friends 
entertain hopes, with which we heartily concur, that in 
a few days he may be able to walk out and receive the 
benefit of the fresh air. 





Mr. Justice Crompton has appointed Mr. Philip H. 
Le Breton, of the Home Circuit, to be Revising Barrister 
for West Surrey. 

WE LEARN, with some surprise, that the Hon. William 
Porter has resolved to retire from the office of Attorney- 
General at the Cape of Good Hope, which he has held 
for nearly a quarter of a century. As, however, none of 
the London journals notice the report, which rests, we 
believe, on the authority of the Northern Whig, it is not 
improbable that it may prove to be unfounded. 








THE stTorRY which has been going the rounds of the 
London and Paris ‘papers, that Lord Brougham intends 
to purchase and give back again the property which his 
friend, M. Berryer, is likely to be compelled to sell, is, 
we have reason to believe, without Suadion. 





THE SUDDEN DEATH OF Mr. Jacop, who was Sessional 
Crown Prosecutor for the Queen’s County, has caused 
deep and general regret in the localities where the de- 
ceased gentleman was known. It appears he was pre- 
sent at the nomination of candidates for the Queen’s 
County, when he suddenly became ill, and died within 
the precincts ofthe court. It is believed that disease of 
the heart was the cause of death. 





GENERAL ELection.—The following list, in continua- 
tion of that published last week,t contains the result 
of all the elections hitherto held in which any member 
of the profession is concerned as a candidate. For the 
explanation of the marks, &e., see our previous lists :— 

July 21. 
Invernesshire ............ *Henry Baillie 0 





sreveeseeeese 330 
297 


RSPOME 5... divensbemsasenaeees« 


Kilkenny County ......George Bryan stated bciihins laa 


*Hon. L. Agar Ellis ......... soe 2609 

*John Greenerersrsrserserreee 835 

July 22. 

Cork County .....eE. G. Barry sssscccsosscsscceeserere O81 
SN. Psi BAMUGE siscacceativrsencsies 6972 

*V. Scully, Q.C..cccceseoeee... 2201 
Hampshire, North......* W. B. Beach............ décnsseeet LOOL 
*G, Sclater Booth ...... eoseeceses, LEAO 

Sir Henry Mildmay ......... 1493 
King’s County......000J00hN G, King .sccccssssccsoesevese 2192 


*Sir P. O Briev.....cccccccce.coos.. 1246 

°J. P. Hennessy .s..0cccveee 1240 
Monaghan County ......*Charles P. Leslie .....+ses000.+. 
Hon. Vesey Dawson......+++... w.. 2397 






*Sir George Foster... 2218 
Sutherland ...............Sir David Dundas . s saa 
Wexford ...... cevevesceeeetJONN George, Q.C.rccececerereee 3809 
Sir James Power ..... esteuseranene 2623 


*Patrick McMahon 0.0.0.0. 1744 
In Tipperary, Mr. Waldron, the only member of the pro- 
fession concerned, retired before nomination. 


This closes the returns to the new House of Com- 
mons. 

The result shows that the new Parliament will not be 
so well supplied with legal members as its predecessor. 
The late House contained 122 legal members, whereof 83 
have been re-elected by their old constituencies, 2 (Mr. 
Hardy and Mr. Mills) have changed their seats, 17 have 
either not solicited re-election or declined to go to the 
poll, and 20 have been rejected on a contest. Besides the 
85 re-elected members, the new House will contain 3 
yentlemen (the Recorder and Common Serjeant and Mr. 
5. B. Miller), who, though not members of the last Par- 
liament, are not Parliamentary novices, and 20 legal 
members returned for the first time ; making a total of 
108 members of the profession in the present House: 26 
barristers, 2 solicitors (Messrs. Collum and Joynt), and 
1 law student (Mr. Thompson), were unsuccessful candi- 
dates for Parliamentary honours. 

Among the practising barristers excluded, the most 
prominent names are Mr. Justice Haliburton (who did 
not seek re-election), Mr. Denman, Mr. Malins, Mr. 
Longfield, Mr. W. D. Seymour, Mr. Scully, and Mr. Isaac 
Butt. Among those who failed in their attempt to enter 
Parliament anew, or for the first time, we may notice 
Dr. Ball, Mr. Daniel, Mr. D. D. Keane, Mr. Phinn, 
Mr. Hindmarsh, Mr. Montague Chambers, Mr. 
Serjeant Spinks, and Mr. Hawkins, The new legal mem- 
bers comprise (among others) the names of Mr. 
Coleridge, Mr. Huddlestone, Mr. Forsyth, Mr. 
Recorder, Mr. Common Serjeant, Mr. Baggallay, the At- 
torney and Solicitor-General for Ireland, the Attorney- 
General of Lancaster, Mr. Serjeant Armstrong, Mr. Ser- 
jeant Gazelee, and Mr. Thomas Hughes, The practising 
solicitors in the new Parliament are—Mr. Leeman 
(York), Mr. Freshfield (Dover), Mr. Cowan (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne), and Mr. Murphy (Cork). The solicitors ex- 
cluded are Mr. Cox, Mr. Staniland, and Mr. Humber- 
stone, the last-named of whom retired without a contest. 
Altogether, although we have lost in numbers, we do not 
look upon these changes in the representation as matter 
of regret in a professional point of view. With the 
political aspect of the question we have no concern. 





THE IRISH SOLICITORS AND THE BAR. 

In an article published in this Journal a fortnight 
ago,* we showed, as we believe, that the rules of conduct 
lately issued by the Irish Bar have not, at any rate, the 
“ charm ’’—or fault, as the case may be—of novelty; and 
further, that one, at least, of those rules was not really 
open to the exception taken to it by the Irish Law 
Society. 

The next question discussed in the report of the so- 
ciety is “ the Law of Retainer.” Here, as in the former 
case, the regulations issued by the bar contain nothing 
new; but we cannot say that here, as there, the existing 





* 9 Sol, Jour. 824, 


t 9 Sol. Jour. $48. 





* 9 Sol. Jour, 826, 
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rule, though founded on right principles, is carried out 
in action in an absolutely right manner. 

This point the Irish Law Society treats at great length, 
and, that we may not in any manner misrepresent the 
question, we give their objections in their own words :— 


‘«We make no objection to the amount of the general and 
special retainers respectively described, nor to the nature and 
effect of the several retainers specified, but we take very de- 
cided exception—first, to the terms under which retainers 
are to be considered as discharged; and, secondly, and, 
above all, to the fourth regulation, which, in effect, provides 
that a man may know all the facts, incidents, and cireum- 
stances on one side of a case in controversy between two 
parties, and yet, because he has not got two guineas as a re- 
tainer, in addition, it may be, to teu or twenty guineas on a 
case previously given to him, he may take and hold a brief 
in opposition to the party whose secrets thus confidentially 
committed to him he knows, and whose proceedings he has 
advised and directed. We shall discuss them in order, and 
to make our objections intelligible we must put suppositional 
cases, 

**A., an eminent Chancery barrister, has got a general 
retainer of ten guineas from B., who, to use the language of 
Regulation 6, is thereby ‘entitled to the services.ef the 
counsel retained in all suits and proceedings in which the 
client shall be a party in every court unless and until such 
retainer is discharged.’ B. has an important motion in the 
Landed Estates Court or a court of law. ‘To expect A.’s 
attendance in either court is utterly hopeless ; indeed, A. 
will tell you that he cannot be present ; and yet Regulation 
3 provides that ‘every counsel retained generally is entitled 
to a brief in every suit and proceeding in which his client is a 
party, on every hearing and trial, and on every occasion on 
which more than one counsel are employed to appear for 
such client, &., &c., and, in default of compliance with any 
part of this rule, his general retainer is thenceforth dis- 
charged.’ 

“It thus appears that the effect of A.’s anxiety for the 
interest of his client is to limit him to the aid of one, and 
that probably junior, counsel; or to subject him to the 
expense of three—all whose fees may, but one of which 
must, be disallowed against the opposite party; so that, to 
preserve and secure the benefit of the original retainer of ten 
guineas, there must be given to A., on each motion or pro- 
ceeding in the case, a further fee, without any reciprocal ad- 
vantage to the client. 

‘* Again, the converse of this case may be put, assuming 
the counsel retained to be an eminent common-law lawyer, 
but not used to appear in courts of equity ; and yet, if a case 
should appear to have been discussed in Chancery or the 
Rolls, or a master’s office, with two counsel present, his re- 
tainer is discharged, although his attendance in any of those 
courts could never for a moment have been expected. 

‘*We do not see,and cannotadmit, that the bar are entitled 
to privileges which would not be conceded to, or even 
claimed by, any other class of society. In the ordinary 
transactions of life there are reciprocal duties, privileges, 
and emoluments; but the bar claims peculiar exemption 
from the call for reciprocity, for they say, not only in effect, 
but in fact and in practice, that they are entitled to 
receive certain fees, but are in no way called on, either 
legally or morally, to render any reciprocal service. We think 
that a suitor or a client is, morally speaking, as entitled to 
demand the services of the counsel whom he retains, and 
afterwards special fees, as the counsel is to insist on 
receiving the special fee without expecting to render any 
equivalent service. 

“If a solicitor should neglect to attend court when a 
client’s case is in the list, he would be held personally re- 
sponsible for any loss the client might thereby sustain; and 
so it should be, 

“If a trader should enter into a contract with another, 
express or even implied, a court of law would lend its aid 
to enforce it, and retained lawyers would moralise on the 
uttempt to evade it; but yet neither the Bench nor the Bar 
will see any immorality in a barrister receiving a large fee 
to conduct a case, and promising to do so, and yet never ap- 
pearing in court during the progress of the case. 

“‘We believe that nothing can justify this. But, seeing 
that it is so, we think the Bar should not make such strin- 
gent and such selfish rules in reference to retainers, without 
at the same time making some rules to secure to the client 
their services when they are retained, 





‘*We come now to the most important of the Bar regula- 
tions, which we think it right to set out here verbatim, 
viz. :— 

‘** A case for opinion or for direction of proofs is not, under 
any circumstances, considered as a retainer.’ 

‘¢ This is a very startling rule, and must, we apprehend, 
be received by the general public with very great discomfort 
and alarm. And here let us dissociate ourselves both from 
the Bar and the public, for in reality we are not profes- 
sionally affected by this rule, save in so far as we stand 
between the suitors and the Bar—and let us discuss this 
rule as we have done the others, by hypothetical cases. 

‘A question involving important rights or considerations 
between members of a family, or between parties in mere 
business matters, has been long under discussion by the 
parties interested. The advice and opinion of eminent 
counsel are taken by one of the parties interested, and the 
case by which such advice and opinion have been sought 
necessarily discloses all the facts and information within the 
reach of the party submitting it. An opinion is given, it 
may be, directing proceedings or stating that the party 
submitting the case is liable to be proceeded against. 
Simultaneously with this the opposite party is in action 
and is the first to institute proceedings, and immediately 
on doing so sends a retainer to the very counsel thus con- 
sulted, and that retainer must be accepted, for rule 4 says, 
‘A case for opinion is not a retainer,’ and rule 5 says that 
a special retainer shall not be operative until after a suit 
shall have been actually instituted in court. Thus a barris- 
ter, by the strange, and, we think, unreasonable rules of the 
Bar, may be constrained not only to withhold his advocacy 
from the support of a course which he advised, but even to 
act against the party whose case, whether weak or strong, had 
been fully disclosed to him. 

“¢ But our objection to this 4th rule goes much further. 

‘¢ A suit has not only been instituted, but senior counsel has 
even signed the pleading on one side or the other, and the 
cause is at issue and ready for trial—nay more, he has ac- 
tually advised the proofs necessary to establish the case of 
the party consulting him, and thus become acquainted with 
every iota of evidence adducible by that party; and yet, even 
at that stage, he is open to receive from the opposite 
party a fee of two guineas (called a special retainer), and 
must hold on the trial a brief against the party whose secrets 
he knows, and whose previous proceedings he had advised. 

“‘If a solicitor were concerned in a cause, and the client, 
even from caprice, changed him, the Court would interdict 
him from acting for the opposite party. 

‘*We cannot see and will not admit any moral, mental, 
or physiological difference. The minds and memories of the 
Bar are like those of other men. They cannot to-day divest 
their minds of knowledge acquired yesterday; on the contrary, 
in their zeal for the party whose case they are advocating, 
they are more likely to imagine facts than to suppress or 
withhold facts within their actual knowledge. 

‘The only argument we have ever heard from members 
of the Bar in support of rule 4 is, that solicitors might act 
unfairly, and leave out on a trial or hearing a barrister who 
had previously advised on a case. We cannot admit this as 
any justification of the rule in question. 

‘* The two professions are linked together by ties of mutual 
confidence—the one is as incapable of meanness as the other. 
Both have individual members by whose conduct or character 
it would be unreasonable and unfair to judge the whole body; 
but we utterly deny that, asa rule, the Bar is justified in 
so judging of our profession as a body as to arrrive at the 
regulations respecting retainers to which we have thus spe- 
cially adverted.” 

To see the question thus raised in its true light, it will 
be necessary to go back a little, and consider the origin 
of retainers to counsel, 

It is, in our opinion, a fundamental principle of all 
paid advocacy, that without which the existence of a 
profession of advocates would be, or might by a combina- 
tion among its leaders be made, an engine of the most crush- 
ing tyranny, that every barrister shall be absolutely open 
to the first comer in every case, subject only to this 
limitation, that the case be put before him in a recognized 
and legitimate manner, and that nothing be required of 
him inconsistent with his personal honour and integrity. 
No matter how weak he may consider the proposed 
case to be, no matter how much more gladly he might 
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find himself on the opposite side, he is, or ought to be, 
absolutely debarred from all personal choice in the 
matter, and absolutely bound to give his utmost services 
to the first applicant. * 

That being so, and there having at all times been cer- 
tain leaders in the profession to secure whose services 
was considered of great consequence to the client, it is 
not difficult to see how a practice should have arisen such 
as has in fact expanded into the present system of re- 
tainer, of giving a fee to such advocates before they are 
really wanted in a case, for no other purpose than merely 
to be first with them. 

It must, however, have been very soon perceived that 
this practice was liable to certain very great abuses. So 
far as these abuses operated to the disadvantage of 
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vantage of being certainly first in the race of ordinary 
special retainers, if he desires it. . 
Now that this costs the client a sum of ten guineas, 


| for which he gets no “service” whatever, is not, in 


our opinion, of much consequence. A man who “ keeps a 
barrister” must know that it is an expensive luxury, and 
be prepared to pay accordingly; and we do not the least 
pity him if he finds that, to obtain any benefit for his ten 
guineas, he is obliged to pay, «ltra that sum, quite 
as much as his neighbour, who is contented to purchase 
his advocate in market overt, has to pay altogether; but 


, we do seriously object to the power it gives to great com- 


panies and others, to whom the risk of wasting a few ° 


; sums of ten guineas each is of small moment, to secure 
, that under no circumstances shall any possible opponent, 


counsel they were speedily, or at any rate long since, cor- . 


rected by the introduction of the rules to which the Irish 
Law Society now object, but, so far as they acted to the 
prejudice of the public, they have remained undis- 
turbed. 

The first, and most important, of all these abuses was 
the power thereby given of “ forestalling” acase. In 
order that the rule requiring an advocate to be at the 
bidding of the first comer should be of any value, it 
is necessary that litigants should have a reasonably fair 
start; but as, by the operation of retainers, if no limitation 
was placed upon them, a man might, for a few guineas, 


shut the mouths of all the leading counsel on a circuit, | 


not only when he was engaged in actual litigation, but 
by anticipation and for their whole lives, the very rational 


| vices of any particular counsel. 


by any practicable diligence, be able to obtain the ser- 
We would, therefore, 
abolish general retainers altogether, and oblige every 
person desirous of obtaining the services of any par- 
ticular barrister, for whom others are perhaps as anxious 
as himself, to wait until the occasion for his services 
has arisen, and then take his chance of being the first to 
reach him with an ordinary retainer post litem motam. 
If, however, general retainers are to continue at all, we 


| think that the more expensive they are made, and the 
' less that persons indulging in such luxuries get for their 
' money, the better. 


and proper limitation was introduced that no retainers | 
| the importance of the questions which still remain un- 
' touched, alike warn us to forbear for the present. 


should be of force, unless the litigation, in respect of 
which it was given, had been actually commenced before 
the retainer was offered. Unfortunately, the beneficial 
result of this rule was, in a great measure, neutralized 
by the introduction of “ general retainers.” The opera- 
tion of a “general retainer,” as we understand it, is very 
simple, and, in our opinion, very objectionable; but so 
far are we from wishing to extend their operation, as the 
Irish Law Society seem to desire, that we think the true 
course would be to abolish them altogcther. 


The other objections of the Law Society refer 
equally to general and special retainers, and we will 
take the earliest opportunity of discussing them; but 
the length to which this article has already run, and 


LEGAL PROMOTIONS. 
(From the Daily Telegraph.) 
It is affirmed with great positiveness that the Lord Chief 





| Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench, Sir A. KE. Cockburn, 


A general , 


retainer consists in the payment of a sum which, in this | 


country, is ordinarily ten guineas, to a counsel as aretainer, 


| of the arrangement will be to increase the judicial 


not in a particular action or suit, but fora particular | 


client; and it gives that client this advantage, and no 
more, that if at any future time litigation should arise 
in which he is interested, he is entitled to “the refusal 
of” the services of the counsel. Counsel, generally 
retained for a particular client, is not at liberty to accept 
a retainer against that client without first giving him 


notice that such a retainer has been offered, and an op- | 


portunity of regularly retaining him himself; in other 
words, by a general retainer a client purchases the ad- 
~* These remarks lead us, although the point is somewhat foreign to 
our subject, to notice with especial reprobation a practise in which 
some, happily but few, advocates indulge, of expressing their own 
personal opinions in favour of the justice of their case. This is, in 





and the Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, 
Sir W. Erle, are to be raised to the peerage. There is little 
doubt that the report is correct; and the prominent object 

power of 
the House of Lords, and strengthen the cause of Tew Re- 
form by attaching to the side of Lord Cranworth two able, 
enlightened, and liberal lawyers. Its effect upon the Ju- 
dicial Committee of the Privy Council has probably not in- 
fluenced the determination in the least; for, as at present 
constituted, that committee is quite strong enough for the 
work allotted to it, even though Lord Kingsdown should 
resolve to attend the sittings no more; while, moreover, it 
is not at all likely that either of the two noble and learned 


| lords in embryo would be able to find time for the discharge 


our opinion—an opinion which was, we know, concurred in by the | 


late Mr. Baron Platt—grossly unprofessional and improper. The most 


was to an unfortunate gentleman who, in defending a prisoner at 
Maidstone, told the jury that * he had no doubt that the charge was 
a mistake, and that the police had got hold of the wrong man.” “ Mr. 
-——” interrupted the judge, “ you have no right in the world to say 
that, Mr. Denman might as well have told the jury that he believed 
that the prisoner was the right man, and what either of you believe is 
irrelevant andimproper.”’ And it would clearly be of the most perni- 
cious consequence if this practice were tolerated, for it soon would 
become a sort of mark with a jury in a doubtful case : “ He has not 
told us he believes it himself:” and so they would be led to rely 
rather on the opinions expressed by the advocates than on their own 
view of theevidence. It is easy to see what an advantage this would 
give to unscrupulous connsel, who would not hesitate to pledge their 
word falsely to win their case (such do exist, though there are but 
of them, we verily believe). 

We are especially led to these remarks by the expression of private 
opinion (in our opinion most reprehensible) uttered by Mr. 
Coleridge, Q.C., in Constance Kent’s case. This is not the 
first time that it has come to our knowledge that the same 
learned counsel (who is in other respects as well entitled to, 
as he is far above, all the praise that we can give him) has been guilty 
of the same fault. We remember especially that he did the same thing 
in a case of Haviland v. Mortiboy, before the Lords Justices of Appeal 
in Chancery; and though neither of their Lordships made any remark 
thereon in public, we have been credibly informed that one of them 
privately expressed his grave disapprobation. 


| ford is a somennetes 5 


| cellors, Chelmsford and Westbury. 


of the duties 1t imposes. What is mainly wanted is an in- 
crease of the judicial power of the House of Lords; for the 
judges of the final court of appeal are, confessedly, neither 
so numerous nor physically so vigorous as the weighty re- 
sponsibilities of the tribunal demand. The working members 
of the court at present are Lord Chancellor Cranworth, ex- 


severe rebuke we ever heard that learned judge administer tocounsel, | Lord Chancellor Chelmsford, Lord Kingsdown, Lord Wens- 


leydale, and ex-Lord Chancellor Westbury. Of these it may 
be affirmed that Lord Wensleydale’s great age—his lordship 
was appointed to a seat in the Queen’s Bench so far back 
as 1829—precludes the possibility of his continuing much 
longer to share regularly in the labours of the court. It is 
uncertain, also, whether Lord Kingsdown is not desirous of 
withdrawing from participation in the judicial functions of 
the House of Lords; for, although a distinguished law lord, 
he is nota pensioned one, never having presided as judge in 
any superior court of law or equity. Nor can it be ignored 
that the new Lord Chancellor is of very advanced years, 
and that, if the work of law reform is to go on as it 
ought to do, the head of the law should not be 
heavily burdened. After the learned lords we have 
named there would, however, only remain the two ex-Chan- 
Of these, Lord Chelms- 
urist pur et simple, while Lord West- 
bury, although undoubtedly a great legal luminary, is in an 
equal degree exceptionally an equity lawyer.* Obviously, 
~* We believe both these statements to be erroneous,—ED. 8. v. 
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therefore, the final court of appeal is weak in judicial 
strength. Suppose, fcr example, an appeal from one of the 
common law courts, where the judges were as 8 to 1, to be 
confirmed in the Exchequer Chamber by 7 tol. The ap- 
peal might have to be decided in the House of Lords by a 
single judge, whose speciality is the common law. The 
elevation to the peerage, therefore, of two such distinguished 
judges as the two Chief Justices is very opportune ; and if 
simultaneously a great real property lawyer could likewise 
be promoted, the efficiency of the House of Lords as a 
judicial tribunal would approach almost to perfection. * 

The spectacle of the two Chief Justices sitting in the 
House of Peers will be altogether a novel one in modern 
times. We believe the last de facto chief of the Common 
Pleas madea peer was Sir Richard Arden, who, on his 
transference from the Rolls Court to the Court of Common 
Pleas in the year 1801, on the elevation of Lord Eldon 
to the Chancellorship, was created Baron Alvanley. Simul- 
taneously with Lord Alvanley, as Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas, Lord Kenyon for a few months, and after 
him Lord Ellenborough, as Chief Justice of the Queen’s 
Bench, also sat in the House of Lords. That was more than 
sixty years ago, for Lord Alvanley died in 1804. On the 
other hand, in comparatively recent times the office of 
Lord Chief Baron has, upon more than one occasion, been 
held by a peer. Lord Lyndhurst, Chief Baron, sat in the 
House of Lords at the same time as Lord Denman, 
Lord Chief Justice of England; and upon Lord Lynd- 
hurst’s second Chancellorship he was succeeded as Lord 
Chief Baron by Sir James Scarlett, who was at the 
same time raised to the peerage as Lord Abinger. — Lord 
Abingcr presided in the Court of Exchequer for a period of 
ten years, and‘on his death, in 1844, Sir Frederick Pollock, 
the Attorney-General of the day, became Chief Baron, 
Sir Robert Peel, for reasons known but to himself, declined 
to follow the precedent created by former Prime Ministers, 
and abstained from making the new Chief Baron a pecr. 
About the same period died Lord Wynford, better known 
as Lord Chief Justice Best, of the Common Pleas. He 
was not, however, raised to the peerage until after his re- 
tirement from the Bench, in 1829; so that the fact does not 
influence the coincidence above stated. It may be added 
that Chief Justice Cockburn and Chief Justice Erle were 
both members of the Western Circuit—a cirenit, by the way, 
most prolific in prominent judges ; both, also, sat in Parlia- 
ment as members of the Whig party—Sir A. Cockburn for 
Southampton, and Sir W. Erle for the city ef Oxford. It 
was, however, to Sir Robert Peel that the latter learned 
julse owed his elevation to the bench. In the first instance 
1¢ Was appointed to a seat in the Common Pleas; then he 
was transferred to the Queen’s Bench ; and subsequently, on 
Sir A. Cockburn’s elevation to the Chief Justiceship of Eng- 
land, Mr. Justice Erle was re-transferred as Chief Justice to 
his old court. 

The mention of Lord Chief Baron Pollock's naine suggests 
the rimours that are afloat respecting the immediate retire- 
ment of his lordship, and of that excellent judge, his son-in- 
law, Mr. Baron Martin, fiom the Court of Exchequer. The 
Chief Baron has been over twenty years on the bench, and at 
his great age he may not unnaturally desire the repose of re- 
tirement, and to be freed from the enormous labours of Nisi 
Prius. It is impossible to speak of the retirement of the 
Lord Chief Baron without thinking of another, so near him 
in point of standing, so singularly distant in professional 
success, Sir Fitzroy Kelly. In July, 1845, upon the death of 
Sir William Follett, just twenty years ago, Sir F, Kelly was 
appointed Solicitor-General to probably the strongest adminis- 
tration of modern times—the Government of Sir Robert Peel; 
and he is still a working member of the profession, while 
many of his juniors at the bar have almost earned their re- 
tiring pensions as judges. As to Baron Martin’s retirement, 
it may be that the rumour has no other foundation than in 
the circumstance that the learned baron has just completed 
his fifteenth year’s service on the bench, and thereby becomes 
entitled of right to his fall retiring pension, At the same 
tinie it has been asserted in the courts during the last term 
or two that the learned judge did not care to subject himself 
any longer to the tremendous work cevolying upon an 
English common law judge. Baron Martin, at the period of 
his elevation to the bench, sat in Parliament as member for 
Pontefract. 

* Weare ata loss to know why the Zelegraph ignores Lord St. 
Leonards,—Ep. S, J, 








EQUITY. 


LAw v. EQuiry. 


Stewart v. The Great Western Railway Company and 
Saunders, 13 W. R. 886. 


The development of a legal system appears to be at- 
tended with symptoms similar to those which accompany 
the progress of political development. The archaic type 
of government is patriarchal, such as we find it in the 
earliest portion of the Old Testament, and the govern- 
ment of all unsettled tribes is still largely imbued with 
this character. Every extant record, however, of the 
rise, progress, and fall of nations, testifies that, when a 
tribe first quits its romantic life and becomes a nation, 
the elements of power become concentrated either in a 
military aristocracy or a successful general: if the former, 
the policy assumes a feudal, if the latter, a despotic type. 
And according to the predominance of one or other of 
these forms, which are found in confict with one another 
in the early life of every nation, is the course thenceforth 
taken by that nation’s history. 

Feudalism is the essence of decentralization, despotism 
is the perfection of centralization, and as power ever 
tends to bigot favour, it follows, of necessary consequence, 
that to whichever of these forces chance or skill shall 
give the predominance, that one will gradually but surely, 
unless stupped by force from without, assume indis- 
putable, and at length undisputed, sway; ending in the 
one case, in disintegration, in the other, in rigid fixity of 
rule. 

Take the history of ancient Rome as an instance. 
Whatever may be the truth underlying those mythic 
records of early kings which our unsuspecting boyhood 
once devoured without suspicion, this much at least may 
be assumed, that the original government of the villages, 
which afterwards coalesced to form the city of Rome, 
was of the pure patriarchial type; the original senate 
consisted literally of the “fathers of families,” and the 
original sovereigns were obviously but military leaders of 
the tribes. 

This patriarchal element ‘continued till a late period 
in the Comitia Curiata, which were at first the 
preponderating power of the state, but which gradually 
gave way under the centralizing influences to which the 
peculiar nosition of the state during the republic lent ab- 
normal strength. 

‘Yhe vast mass of citizens who, not being enrolled 
in the old guilds, had no part in the Comitia Curiata, but 
who, by the gradual accretion of wealth and numbers 


' came in time to wield the principal power of the state as 





members of the Comitia Centuriata, for a time averted 
this course; but when, after the success of the Licinian 
reforms, the whcele mass of citizens were admitted to 
equal civic privileges, the position of the city as the 
mistress of a large conquered and subject territory led 
naturally toa policy somewhat like that of Athens; a 
polity of great freedom for the citizens inter se, the most 
centralized despotism as between the city and her depen- 
dant states. 

How this centralization grew, by the increase of power 
in the tribes, into military despotism, we need not here 
discuss, that seems to be the only condition of political 
rest; the organization towards which, while it affords no 
hope of change in itself, all others seem more or less 
rapidly to gravitate. It is as it were the centre of force 
of the political universe, round which all systems of 
government revolve in spiral orbits, which must, after a 
greater or less number of rcvolutions, according to cir- 
cumstances, lead at last to absorption in the centre. 

May the day be long delayed. 

The progress of law as a system closely resembles this. 
Some ultimate truths or rules are accepted at first, and 
are sufficient for the simple transactions of a semi-civilized 
tribe, and enforced by the spontancous action of the exe- 
cutive government. These may be considered as the patri- 
archal laws. These general rules, however, are soon found 
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to be inadequate, even for all the cases which they were 
designed to meet, much more for the ever-varying cir- 
cumstances of civilized life, and thereupon discretionary, 
equitable, or Praetorian courts are originated, in which 
the judge interferes, in accordance, indeed, or presumed 
accordance, with the principles of the common law, to 
‘mitigate the rigour” of its rules, This is the first great 
step towards centralization. Henceforward the supreme 
tribunal of the country, that which practically controls 
all the others, be it’ presided over by by Prestor, Pro-Con- 
sul, Maire de Palais, or Lord High Chancellor, becomes a 
central power, forcing into harmony with its dictates all 
theindependent actions of the old common law authorities. 
But this tribunal, at first, ipsd naturd rei, an arbitrary 
“court of conscience,” gradually becomes systematized. 
“ That which has been shall be,” and accordingly prece- 
dents, consistently followed, become the law of the court, 
and it gradually comes to be supposed co-extensive with 
all possibleimportant questions, and the discretionary ex- 
tension of the action of the court thereupon ceases. 
Precedents, however, being merely concrete rules, must, 
in order to be made thoroughly available, be endued with 
an abstract or general form. This is done at first by the 
action of the judges themselves, who, by comparing and 
classifying the cases cited before them, deduce therefrom 
certain abstract rules or “ principles,” which they declare 
to have been the guiding rule in the class of precedents 
adverted to, and then the precedents themselves come to 
be neglected, and the rule thus enunciated is accepted as 
an equitable “ maxim.” 

But by and bye a fresh central power steps in, which, 
in every civilized state, is sure to absorb all authority into 
itselfi—the Legislature. Whether the legislative power be 
representative, or feudal, or despotic, or a combination of 
all three, or of any two of them, it is equally certain that 
it will, as the nation passes towards complete organi- 
zation, become more and more rapidly the only active 
power in the commonwealth, so that the courts, ceasing 
to mould old rules, or make new ones, become, in time, 
machines for registering statutory decrees. When this 
stage is arrived at, the nation has reached legislative 
despotism; the legal planet has plunged into its centre of 
force, and a fixity of state—may it not prove to be the 
blackness of darkness—thenceforth remains for it. Then, 
and not till then, may judges be heard to refuse to do 
justice because an Act of Parliament is too strong for 
them; then, and not till then, to implore legislative as- 
sistance to help them out of difficulties arising from 
anomalies in the law. 

With all its drawbacks, however, this state has one 
great advantage. It is pre-eminently the age of simpli- 
fication. The Legislature may, and ordinarily does in 
such case, interfere unnecessarily and perniciously with 
the action of the settled law, and many “novels,” not 
always beneficial, may be expected as the result ; but the 
same authority which issues the “novels” delights in 
“pandects,” and an age of codes and digests naturally 
succedes the era of legal fictions and Pretorian edicts. 

Thus the legal system, like the body politic, becomes 
in its old age, as in its youth, subject to arbitrary rules, 
admitting neither of variation nor evasion. 

(Zo be continued.) 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. KinDERSLEY.) 

July 24.—Hutton v. Bury.—This case involved a point of 
considerable importance to joint-stock companies—namely, 
whether a company has power to issue shares carrying a pre- 
ferential dividend. The plaintiffs are Mr. W. C. Hutton and 
Mr. Joseph Welch, the holders respectively of 100 and 75 
shares in the Scarborough Cliff Hotel Company. The com- 
pany was formed in June, 1862, with a nominal capital of 
£120,000, divided into 12,000 shares of £10 each. The total 
number of shares subscribed and allotted was, however, 5,717 
only. Shortly after the establishment of the company, the 
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directors began to erect the hotel, and in January last, the 
plaintiffs received a circular stating that a meeting would 
be held at York, on the 6th February, at which a reso- 
lution would be proposed to issue the remaining 5,783 
shares with a preferential dividend not exceeding 7 per 
cent. The meeting was held accordingly, and the re- 
solution was passed. ‘The plaintiff then applied to this 
Court for an injunction restraining the issue of the shares 
on those terms, and the injunction was granted, and on ap- 
peal to the Lord Chancellor his Honour’s decision was 
affirmed. The directors then resolved to accomplish the 
same object by issuing 6,000 new preferential shares, and a 
resolution was carried at a meeting of shareholders empower- 
ing them to do this. The plaintiffs then filed another bill, 
asking for an injunction to restrain the directors from issu- 
ing those new shares, and the matter now came on on a 
motion with that object. 

Mr. Baily and Mr. Speed appeared for the plaintiffs, in 
support of the motion ; the Attorney-General and Mr. Bury 
for the directors, 

The Vicr-CHANCELLOR gave judgment without hearing 
Mr. Baily in reply. After referring to the Joint Stock 
Companies Act of 1856 and 1862, and to the articles of 
association, which provide that the capital of the company 
may be increased to £180,000, he said the Act gave power to 
alter the articles of association so far as they related to the 
management and administration of the business of the com- 
pany, but the Act gave no power to alter the constitution 
of the company. The company might increase the capital 
by issuing shares on the same terms as the original shares, 
but the question in this case was whether what was pro- 
posed to be done was an alteration of the constitution of 
the company, and it appeared to him that it was. It was 
clear that the intention of the parties in forming the con- 
pany was that the sharcholders should stand pari passu as to 
the receipt of dividend according to the number of shares 
held by each, and the effect of issuing shares carrying a pre- 
ferential dividend would be that they would not so stand. 
It might be said that there was nothing in the articles of as- 
sociation that all the shareholders should stand on the same 
footing, but in the absence of any express provision to the 
contrary, it appeared to him that that was an inherent stipu- 
lation, and it was not necessary to express it in order to 
make it binding on all parties. Each shareholder had 
a right to say that the company was a joint-stock company. 
And what did that mean? Not that one shareholder 
should have a priority over another, but that they were 
equally entitled to dividends in proportion to the extent of 
their holding. It appeared to him, therefore, that what was 
proposed to be done was a violation of the constitution 
of the company, and that it could not be done with regard 
to new shares any more than it could be done with the old, 
and the injunction must be issued. 





COURT OF PROBATE. 
(Before the JuDGE-ORDINARY.) 

July 25.—Sidney v. Sidney.—This morning Sir James 
Wilde delivered the following written judgment, which prac- 
tically introduces a new principle into the practice of the 
court. 

‘¢ At the time when the Legislature was in the habit of pass- 
ing Acts to dissolve marriages it was well known that even 
in the case of an erring wife the husband was always expected 
to make some provision for the woman from whom he was 
about to be set free. In the Ecclesiastical Court, whenever 
a divorce & mensé et thoro was decreed by reason of the hus- 
band’s misconduct, an allowance in the shape of permanent 
alimony was imposed on him in his wife’s favour. By the 
Divorce Act the wife obtained a right, in certain cases, to 
claim a divorce; and section 32 was inserted to make this 
new remedy effectual, by enabling the Court to order a proper 
provision for her. Now, I am at a loss to discover any reason 
why the Court, in construing and applying this section, 
should deal with the subject in any more niggard spirit than 
that in which the Ecclesiastical Court regarded the question 
of permanent alimony. If a man, before the Divorce Act, 
treated his wife with cruelty, and was also guilty of adultery, 
she could only obtain a divorce &@ mensd et thoro, and an 
allowance called permanent alimony was made her, which 
was generally calculated at the rate of one-third of the hus- 
band’s income. Since the Divorce Act, the same conduct on 
the part of the husband entitles the wife to a dissolution of 
her marriage, but it would be hard to say that she was in- 
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tended by the Legislature to purchase that remedy by a sur- 
render to any extent of the provision to which she would 
otherwise be entitled. The needs of the wife and the wrongs 
of the husband are the same in both cases. In both cases 
the husband has of his own wrong and wickedness thrust 
forth his wife from the position of participator in his station 
and means. Obliged in both cases to withdraw from his 
home, she is, without any fault of her own, deprived of her 
fair and reasonable share of such necessaries and comforts as 
lay at his command. Why should not the husband’s purse 
be called upon to meet both cases alike? It has been 
said that in the one case she remains a wife, and in the 
other she does not. This remark would carry great 
weight with it if the provision were intended to con- 
tinue in the event of her second marriage. But it can 
hardly affect the rate of an allowance made and continued 
so long only as the wife remains chaste and unmarried. 
Again, it has been said that it is not desirable that the wife 
should have a pecuniary interest in preferring divorce to 
judicial separation. But it should also be borne in mind 
that it is less desirable that the husband should have a pe- 
cuniary interest in adding cruelty or desertion to his adul- 
tery, and thus evading the payment ordinarily allowed on 
judicial separations ; and this he would have if the amount 
of the maintenance to be accorded to his wife varied, not 
with his misconduct, but with the form of her remedy. 
Farther, it was urged in argument that the wife was only en- 
titled under the section in question, to ‘‘a bare maintenance ;” 
and the case of Fisher v. Fisher (10 W. R. 122, 2 Sw. & Tr. 
434) was relied upon. It isvery possible that the facts of that 
case warranted that view; but if the expression ‘bare main- 
tenance” was intended as a rule of universal application, 
binding the discretion of the Court, I must reeord my 
dissent therefrom. A very large number of the diverce 
cases, since the Act passed, have been petitions by the 
wife for cruelty and adultery, or desertion and adeloney 
and among certain classes of the community a very com- 
mon case indeed is that of a young husbund who, either 
not agreeing with his wife or getting tired of her shortly 
after marriage, endeavours to shake her off. In_ his 
endeavour he generally begins by treating her with neglect 
and contempt—often half starves her, often beats her, often 
insults her by open adultery, and ends by deserting her and 
cohabiting with another woman. That the wife should 
desire a divorce in such a case can hardly be a matter of 
surprise, and that she should obtain it is but bare justice. 
But it is the very thing that the husband wants too. He 
has succeeded in shaking off the obligations of marriage, 
and that by his own voluntary breach of them. And if he 
can part with his wife at the doors of the Divorce Court 
without any obligation to support her, and with full liberty 
to form a new connexion, his triumph over the sacred per- 
manence of marriage will have been complete. To him 
marriage has been a mere temporary arrangement con- 
terminous with his inclinations, and void of all lasting tie 
or burthen. To such a man the court may surely say with 
perfect propriety —‘* According to your ability you must 
still support the woman you have first chosen and then dis- 
carded. If you are relieved from your matrimonial vows it 
is for the protection of the woman you have injured, and 
not for you own sake. And so much of the duty of a hus- 
band as consists in themaintenance of his wife may be justly 
kept alive and enforced upon you in favour of her whom 
you have driven to relinquish your name and home.” If 
this be to give the wife a pecuniary interest in obtaining 
a divorce, itis also to hold a pecuniary penalty over the 
head of the husband for the observance of his married duty. 
And if it be wise to repress divorce, it is wiser still to go a 
step higher and repress that conduct which makes divorce 
possible. It isthe foremost duty of this Court, in dispensing 
the remedy of divorce, to uphold the institution of marriage. 
The possibility of freedom begets the desire to be set free; 
and the great evil of a marriage dissolved is that it loosens 
the bonds of so many others. The powers of this Court will 
be turned to good account if, while meting out justice to 
the parties, such order should be taken in the matter as to 
stay and quench this desire, and repress this evil. Those 
for whom shame has no dread, honourable vows no tie, and 
violence to the weak no sense of degradation, may still be 
held in check by an appeal to their Tove of money. And I 
wish to be understood that, so far as the powers conferred by 
the section go, no man should, in my judgment, be permitted 
to rid himself of his wife by ill-treatment, and at the same 
time escape the obligation of supporting her. I only 





regret that the machinery created by the statute is not 
entirely suited to the circumstances of those who, with a 
sufficient income from their labour, have yet no realized 
property. If it be found insufficient, it will be for the 
Legislature to pronounce upon the views which I have just 
expressed, and accord or withhold amended powers. In the 
ease in hand no difficulty arises. The respondent is proved 
to possess considerable property in addition to his professional 
income, and to have treated his wife very brutally, and con- 
sidering the conduct of the parties, I am of opinion that the 
petitioner ought to be secured an annual sum from the re- 
spondent of £245, which, with her own means, will give her 
an income of not less than £400 a-year. This sum will by 
no means place the same comfort at her command as she en- 
enjoyed in the position from which her husband has put her 
forth; but it approaches as nearly as I have been able to 
calculate the sum she would have received in the Ecelesias- 
tical Court as permanent alimony. ‘The decree of the Court 
will, therefore be that the decree zisi be made absolute, and 
that the respondent secure to the petitioner dum sola et casta 
vixeret the annual income of £245 ; and that it be referred to 
one of the conveyancing counsel of the Court of Chancery to 
settle and approve of a proper instrument or deed for this 
purpose, to be executed by the necessary parties. 
LORD MAYOR'S COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Kerr, and a Special Jury.) 

July 24.—Smee v. The Metropolitan Railway Company.— 
This was a railway compensation case for several houses in 
Liverpool-street and Broad-street-buildings, in the city of 
London, and oceupied the Court to a late honr. 

Mr. Hawkins, Q.C. (with whom was Mr. Henry James), 
appeared for the claimant ; and Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Hollway 
for the company. 

This was a remarkable case. The claim, as presented, was 
for £36,353 with ten per cent. The value of the property 
was £33,049. On the part of the railway the valuation was, 
with the ten per centage for compulsory sale, £14,614. Ex- 
elusive of the ‘ Railway Tavern” several surveyors for the 
company gave the value of the property as between £6,000 
and £7,000. The Railway Tavern was let on lease for £550 
a-year, and Mr. Farrow, the proprietor, had laid out £1,100 
and expected a large business as the termini of four different 
railways were now in the course of construstion. 

Mr. Cronin, public-house valver, was called on the part of 
the claimant, and considered that the house could fetch a pre- 
mium of £5,000, with the rent of £550 a-year. He had had 
considerable experience. The value of the tavern was esti- 
mated at £10,206. 

On the part of the company Mr. Orgill, Mr. Haines, and 
Mr. Lovejoy, public-house valuers, were examined, and were 
of opinion that the Railway Tavern, at £550, wus a most 
excessive rent, and that it would not realise any premium ; 
without the railways the house, Mr, Orgill said, was not 
worth £50 a-year. 

Several witnesses proved the great increase in the value of 
property, and one of the surveyors declared that property 
which was worth £2,000 as ground-rent three years ago, was 
now worth £4,000. Property had gone up and was still in- 
creasing in value, and might go on increasing. 

Numerous witnesses were called on both sides, and the 
evidence was very conflicting as to the value of the property 
in question. Mr. Smee had given nearly £27,000 for the 
property, and had raised £20,000 on it. ‘Some of the houses 
had been let at very small rentals by the city of London, 
when they were worth considerably more, as stated by the 
surveyors. 

On the part of the claimant a verdict of between £34,000 
and £36,000 was asked, and it was submitted that the pur- 
chase at nearly £27,000 was the value, and the worth of the 
public house was an important feature in the matter. 

lt was urged on the part of the Railway company that the 
claim, as presented, was quite ‘‘appalling,” and that if such 
claims were allowed there was no knowing where they would 
end, 

Mr. Commissioner Krrr, in placing the ease before the 
jury, declared that it was the most extraordinary one he 
ever heard, and would become a ‘‘model” compensation 
case. What were they to think of the value of scientific evi- 
dence, when there was such a difference, as more than 
£20,000 in the evidence of the surveyors and the valuers. 
What, added the Commissioner, scientific evidence willcome 
to by and by, it will be impossible to say. In this case the 
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value was, on one hand, about £36,000, and on the other, 
under £14,000. It was certainly a most remarkable case, 
and the jury must settle it between themselves. 

The jury, at nearly six o'clock, retired, and on their re- 
turn assessed the compensation at £29,650. 





SHERIFFS’ COURT, RED-LION-SQUARE, 
(Before Mr. Under-Sheriff BuRcHELL.) 

July 27.—Proclamation of Outlawry.—Withdrawal_ of 
the proceedings against the Hon. Richard Bethell.—Mr. 
Hemp, the officer to the Sheriffs of London and Middle- 
sex, attended with his monthly list of proclamations 
of outlawry. On two former occasions the name of the 
Hon. Richard Bethell had been called, and no surrender had 
een made in several cases. The recent proceedings in 
bankruptcy against the Hon. Richard Bethell had led to 
the withdrawal of the proceedings in the several actions on 
the part of the plaintiffs, and the name was omitted from 
the list, otherwise it would have been called on three sub- 
sequent occasions. ‘Che plaintiffs in this action will share 
with the other creditors in the funds which may be realised 
under the estate in bankruptcy. 





Norruern Circuit. 
APPLEBY. 

July 25.—The learned judges of this assize and the bar 
were yesterday invited, according to the ancient custom, to 
partake of the princely hospitalities of Lowther Castle, and 
last night Mr. Baron Bramwell and Mr. Justice Smith, and 
some thirty members of the Bar, Lord Brougham, and a dis- 
tinguished party of gentlemen, were received at dinner by 
the Earl of Lonsdale and Colonel Lowther. After dinner 
Mr. Justice Smith drove to Appleby and opened the com- 
mission there; Mr. Baron Bramwell going on to-day to Lan- 
caster to open the commission there. 

At Appleby there was no cause, but a rather unusually 
heavy criminal assize for that primitive place, there being 
seven prisoners charged with various offences, 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

Sir,—B., the holder of a bill of exchange discounts it with 
his banker. Before the bill becomes due, A., the acceptor of 
the bill, becomes bankrupt. Can the banker prove for the 
amount of the bill before its maturity on the estate of A., 
the bankrupt (under the Bankruptcy Act, 1849, s, 172), 
without B. dishonouring it ? JOEL EMANUEL. 

DELAYS IN CHANCERY. 

Sir, —With reference to the late discussion in the Times 
on this subject, allow me to add an illustration, A trader 
died in November, 1864, A suit was instituted in chancery 
in January, 1865. The debts have been advertised for, his 
business and property sold under the direction of the judge, 
and a final order made in the matter on the 17th of July by 
the Master of the Rolls, the whole being wound up in six 
months ; and this in a contested case, there being two appli- 
cations to vary the chief clerk’s certificate. 

It cannot, however, be denied that the chief clerks are 
overworked, and that grossly. I have always found them 
most anxious to facilitate business, even perusing papers out 
of office hours. 

From long experience in the management of a heavy 
chancery practice, I can only express surprise, not at the 
delays that sometimes arise, but at the expedition, consider- 
ing how deficient the staff of the judges still continue. 

If any of our cheese-paring law lords doubt this, I would 
invite them to attend at the chambers of the Master of the 
Rolls or Vice-Chancellor Stuart any day between eleven and 
one o'clock, and they will perhaps fecl ashamed of the parsi- 
monious course hitherto pursued by them. 

Temple. A CHANCERY PRACTITIONER. 








The following letter, addressed to the editor of the Zines, 
has been sent to us for insertion :— 

Sir, —In your report of the case of Montayue v. Lansdowne, 
in the 7imes of the 20th, you state— The present bill was 
filed in August, 1564, just a year after the testator’s death, 
and in less than a year the cause has been heard and de- 
cided, We mention this as showing that the evil of long 





and heartbreaking delays can hardly now be charged against 
the Court of Chancery, whatever may have been the case in 
former days.” 

But, sir, the chancery suit in nine out of ten cases is 
begun when the decree is made. 

It is quite true that up to this point the practice has been 
greatly improved, and law reform has here, at least, done 
much for the suitors, and as much for the solicitors : for 
delays are alike unprofitable to solicitor and client. But it 
is after the cause has been ‘‘ heard and decided,” and the 
unhappy suitor thinks he has got clear of chancery, that 
his real trouble begins, and the same heartbreaking de- 
lays torment and worry the unfortunate victim as did 
in the times of the old ‘‘ Masters’ offices,” bringing dis- 
credit and opprobium upon the court and its officers. 

The antiquated ‘‘ Masters’ offices” were wisely abolished, 
and chief clerks, able and practical men, appointed to work 
out the inquiries directed by the decree. But every prac- 
tising solicitor knows that the chief clerks are unable to do 
one-fourth part of the work thrown upon them—work not 
only of carrying out decrees and orders, but of making orders 
&c., which the Court itself formerly did. 

A more free-and-easy mode of getting decrees has been 
found, but no adequate means of carrying out the consequent 
influx of business. The result is, that some of the best of 
the chief clerks have been killed outright by overwork, the 
business of the Court is hindered and delayed, and inquiries 
which should be completed in a month are dragged on from 
year to year, simply because there are not sufficient ‘‘hands,” 
and it is impossible to obtain appointments to proceed at 
intervals of much less than a month. 

Take out of the year the Easter, Whitsun, and long vaca- 
tions, and at what pace must a suit proceed, at this rate of 
monthly instalments, after the ‘‘ hearing and deciding” of 
the cause? 

I trust some more able pen will follow up this evident 
blot in the administration of justice in the Court of Chan- 
cery—a blot which can readily be removed. 

A PRACTISING SOLICITOR, 





IRELAND. 


Norra-West Circuit, 
LONDONDERRY. 
(Before Mr. Baron HuGHEs.) 

July 22.—The Estates Bank (Limited), Appellants ; 
Wm. Stewart, Respondent.—At the Quarter Sessions Wm. 
Stewart, of Ramelton, County Donegal, sued the Estates 
Bank (Limited), having a branch in Derry, for a sum of 
£40, alleged loss and damage sustained because of the 
bank declining to lend him £600 on the security of his 
property in Ramelton, and for £6 paid as a deposit and 
allotment on six shares in the bank. The chairman decided 
that Stewart had no claim for damages, inasmuch as the 
directors of the bank were under no obligation to lend him 
money if they thought it wiser not to do so, but he would 
give a decree for the £6 paid on the shares. Against this 
decree the bank appealed, and the case came on for hearing 
to-day, at the sitting of the Court. ; 

Mr. Stewart was examined by Mr. Proctor, and deposed 
that, being in need of money to extend his business in 
Ramelton, he applied to the Estates Bank, in Derry, for a 
loan. Mr. Bible, the agent, told him they only lent to 
shareholders, and he thereupon took six shares. The sur- 
veyor of the bank examined his property, and made a report 
upon it, but the directors ieee to give him the loan. 
The agent told him he was as sure of the £600 as if it were 
in his pocket. 

Mr. J. H. Bible was examined by Mr. Hamilton, and de- 
posed that he never told Mr. Stewart that he was sure of 
the money. On the contrary, he invariably told all appli- 
cants, and he told Stewart, that the report of the surveyor 
and the report of the solicitor must go before the directors, 
and, if approved of, then the loan would be granted, 

Mr. Hamilton called the manager of the bank in Dublin, 
Mr. J. A. Mowatt, as a witness, but 

His Lorpsum said that he would not trouble the 
appellants further. Ile needed no further evidence. It 
was clear that the respondent could not get a loan of 
£600, simply because he took six £10 shares, and paid 
£6 on them. The directors, of course, must have the 
power of deciding upon the security offered, and de- 
clining it if they pleased. Then, the taking of the 
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shares was a distinct transaction. The respondent filled and 
signed a regular application for shares, and could only relieve 
himself of the liability attached thereto by selling and trans- 
ferring his shares in proper form. The directors could not 
be made to return money paid on shares. These shares were 
the respondent’s property, and he was entitled to the divi- 
dend declared upon them. He failed to see upon what 
grounds a decree was given against this bank, and would, 
therefore, reverse it, and dismiss the case with the ordinary 
costs. He would not, however, allow the bank witnesses’ 
expenses, 

Mr. Hamilton, instructed by Mr. Robert Knox, appeared 
for the appellants, and Messrs, Proctor, Lane, and Wilkinson 
for the respondent. 


FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE, 
Tue Frencu Law oF MArnrace. 

A contract of marriage extraordinary was brought under 
the consideration of the Paris Court of First Instance, pre- 
sided over by M. Benoit Champy, three daysago, A countand 
countess, whose names are not given by the legal journals 
which report the case, refused their consent to the marriage 
of their daughter Helen with the man of her heart. She 
thereupon retired to a convent, from which she addressed to 
her parents those actes respectuweua:, which, by the French code, 
enable persons of full age to marry without the consent of 
father and mother, which is primd facie necessary. There- 
upon the parents instituted a suit to stop the marriage, on 
the ground that their daughter was insane, and the principal 
evidence produced in support of the allegation was that she 
had signed a contract of marriage in the following form:— 

“OUR MARRIAGE CONTRACT. 

Art. 1.—Loving each other, and knowing each other well 
enough to be certain that one cannot be happy without the 
other, we join ourselves together to live for ever hereafter as 
good married people. She will be I and I shall be she, he 
will be I and I shall be he. 

Art. 2.—Charles—I promise Helen to devote all my 
mind, all my strength, and my whole being to the purpose 
of maintaining her, and the children that she may give me, 
honestly and decently. 

Art. 3,—Helen—I promise Charles to second him in keep- 
ing our household from want and difficulty; with that view 
1 shall make economical habits a duty. 

Art. 4.—Charles—I admit that I am sometimes hasty and 
violent; I hope to be excused for any sudden burst of anger. 

Helen—1t will perhaps be hard to endure, but the condi- 
tion is acceded to. 

Art. 5,—Helen—I must also be pardoned something. My 
temper is a little uneven, and I am greatly disposed to be 
jealous, 

Charles—I will not mind caprices if they are not too fre- 
quent, As to the other fault, [ am disposed to rejoice at it 
rather than otherwise, fora jealous person is not likely to 
give cause for jealousy. 

Art. 6.—Charles and Helen. —We are persuaded that be- 
tween lovers disputes and coolnesses almost always arise 
from petty causes. On this account we mutually promise 
never to follow our own desires in things of small import- 
ance, but always to give way to each other. 

Helen—In important matters it will be right that Charles 
should decide, for he has more knowledge and judgment 
than I. 

Charles—Helen is too modest. I shall never decide any- 
thing without consulting her, and either converting her to 
my views or adopting hers if I think them best. 

Art. 7.-—As a consequence of the last proceeding article 
each of us shall always be dressed according to the taste of 
the other. 

Art. 8.—The words ‘I will,” ‘I expect,” ‘I require,” 
and other similar expressions, are absolutely erased from our 
dictionary. 

Art. 9.—Charles will honour his wife that she may be 
honoured by others. He will always exhibit towards her 
esteem and confidence, and will be especially careful never 
in her presence to allow any advantage over her to any other 
Woman upon any point whatsoever. 

Art. 10.—We shall ever bear in mind that want of cleanli- 
ness and attention to personal appearance, must necessarily 
produce repugnance and disgust. Neatness is to the body 
what amiability is to thesoul, It is that which pleases, 








Art. 11.—Helen--The majority of women nurse their own 
children. I hope Charles will approve of my performing 
my duties as a mother. 

Charles—I approve ; subject to the doctor's advice. 

Art. 12.--Charles—Helen will take great care not to 
spoil our children’s intellects in their early years. She must 
not talk, or suffer others to talk to them any of that non- 
sense which gives false ideas and dangerous impressions 
throughout life. 

Helen—I will pay great attention to this point. 

Art, 13.—Although our mutual tenderness is a guarantee 
that we shall never fail in the engagements hereinbefore set 
forth, each of us will keep a copy of these presents, and in 
case of the breach of any ential shall be entitled to lay it 
before the other party to remind him or her of the cove- 
nants entered into. 

Art. 14.—Inasmuch as neither will have anything that 
does not belong to the other, there is no occasion to take 
any account of the contribution of each to the common 
stock. Affection and courage, our only fortune, cannot be 
counted, and each of us will endeavour to bring as much as 
possible. 

Done in duplicate at Paris, in the year of grace, 1864. 

With all my heart, CHARLES D—. 

With all my heart and for all my life, 

HELEN, future wife of Charles D——.” 

The Court held that this eccentric contract afforded no 
evidence of insanity, for which imputation there was, more- 
over, no pretence. Judgment was accordingly given against 
the parents, and the mayor is ordered to proceed at once to 
perform the marriage ceremony. 





AMERICA. 

The following report of a committee lately appointed by 
the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania to revise the General 
Orders of the Court of Equity there, may be interesting to 
some of our readers, especially those who are apt to think 
that ‘‘this rotten old country ” is a laggard in practical use- 
ful reform. : 

‘*To the Honourable the Judges of the Supreme Court of 
Pennsylvania : 

The undersigned, a committee appointed by this Honour- 
able Court on the 9th day of March, 1864, to revise and 
amend the rules of practice in equity cases, and report to 
this Court, respecfully report, that in pursuance of the 
duties of their appointment they have prepared a body of 
equity rules, of which they submit herewith a copy. 

In so doing, the committee beg to point out briefly the 
more important changes which they have thought it ex- 
pedient to make in the existing practice. They would ob- 
serve, at the same time, except where such changes have 
been introduced, they have considered it better to adhere to 
the language and general scheme of the existing rules. 

1. Formal rule days are abolished. Process may issue and 
rules be taken at any time. On the other hand a sufficient 
period for appearance to process, or for compliance with the 
usual rules is expressly limited in each case. By this means 
a needless waste of time is obviated. 

2. The bill and other pleadings are required to be printed, 
except in two cases: first, poverty certified to by counsel ; 
secondly, bills for injunction, where, however, a printed 
copy must be substituted in a fewdays. The cost of printing 
is made part of the costs of the cause. 

8. Subpcenas to appear are abolished. Instead thereof a 
copy of the bill is to be served on the defendant with a 
notice endorsed thereon to appear in fourteen days, and that 
if he does not, the bill will be taken pro confesso, and a decree 
made against him in his absence. 

4, Provision is made in case the defendant fails to appear, 
for a decree pro confesso against him, or for an attachment to 
compel an answer, which seems to have been overlooked in 
the present rules. 

5. The bill is required to be in as brief and succinct form 
as it reasonably can be, and to be divided into para- 
graphs consecutively numbered, omitting the interrogatories 
and all mere formal parts. The prayer {for relief and for 
special orders, writs, or process, is to be also divided and 
numbered. 

6. Interrogatories to defend are to be filed separately. So 
the defendant instead of resorting to a cross-bill, may file 
interrogatories to the plaintiff ; and 

7. Consequently, cross-bills for discovery only are 
abolished. Those for relief are made substantially part of 
the original proceedings. 
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8. Supplemental bills, bills of revivor and the like, are 
dispensed with ; and their place is to be supplied by amend- 
ments and orders in the original cause. 

9. On the interlocutory applications, such as for an in- 
junction or receiver, it is provided that either party may 
take or require his adversary to take testimony viva voce in 
the presence of the Court, subject to a cross-examination, a3 
in ordinary cases. This will generally dispense with the use 
of aftidavits, which are demoralizing and unreliable, and at 
the same time enable the parties to compel the attendance of 
witnesses by suwhpwna, which cannot now be done. 

10. Instead of a period of three months in which to close 
testimony, which in a vast majority of cases is quite un- 
necessary, a thirty days rule is allowed, subject to enlarge- 
ment on cause shown. 

11. Orders for allowing further time are hereafter only 
to be granted on notice to the other party. 

12. Cautionary orders on injunction bills are abolished. 
At the same time, that which was their only excuse, the 
rule that injunctions shall only be granted on notice, is done 
away With. Cases of emergency sometimes oecur where there 
is no time to give formal notice, to prevent irreparable in- 
jury, or where the notice would defeat its own purpose. On 
the other hand, the security which the law requires before 
the grant of an injunction and the unwillingness of judges 
to act without notice to the other party except in extreme 
cases, alford together a sullicient protection to defendants. 
‘To this is added a provision, that an injunction without no- 
tice is made operative only for five days, unless the motion 
is made within that time. 

13. In the city of Philadelphia rules and orders to plead 
or close testimony, which would otherwise expire in the 
months of July and August, are postponed until September. 
A vacation which elsewhere may be only a habit is here a 
necessity, 

These are the principal alterations which the committee 
have made. The object, as will be seen, has been in the 
main to shorten and simplify equity proceedings ; to make 
them less expensive, and at the same time to adapt them to 
the course of practice and usages which prevail in this State 
in common law Most of these changes are not 
untried, They have for a number of years been adopted 
and in use in England and elsewhere. Other alterations 
have been made in the existing rules, cither to correet their 
phraseology or to adapt them to recent acts of assembly. 
Besides this the whole body of rules has been re-arranged, 
so as to give them a more logical order of succession than 
they now possess. 

The subject of costs has heen only incidentally touched, 
as it did not appear to be within the province of the com- 
mittee. They would, however, respectfully recommend it 
to the court as one needing revision. 

All of which is respectfully submitted, 

Gro, SHARSWooD, 

Oswatp THOMPSON, 

Sr. Gro, T. CAMPBELL, 

Gro. W. BrppLe, 

R. C. McMvurtrieg, 

Frepk. C, Bricutiy, 

Henry WHARTON, 
Committee.” 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 

The council of this society have re-elected Mr. Hugh 
Shield to deliver a course of lectures on common law and 
wnereantile law, and have elected Mr. R. Horton Smith as 
lecturer on conveyancing, and Mr. Ebenezer Charles as 
lecturer on equity, for the coming year. 

The lectures will commence in next Michaelmas Term, 
— i continued until the end of the several courses in 
March. 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 

The elementary works, in addition to book-keeping (mer- 
cantile), selected for the intermediate examination of articled 
clerks, for the year 1866, are— 

Williams on the Principles of the Law of Real Property. 
6th edition, 1862. ‘ 
_ Chitty on Contracts, chapters 1 and 8, with the exception, 
in chapter 3, of section 1 relating to contracts respecting 
real property, Any edition published in or after 1850. 





The examiners deal with the subject of mercantile book- - 
keeping generally, and do not'in their questions confine 
themselves to any particular system. Candidates are not 
examined in the method of book-keeping by double entry. 

For the requisitions of judges’ orders, &c., and forms, see 
any of our previous notices, 


FINAL EXAMINATION, 
Prize For LrverrooL Law STupDENTS. 

Timpron Martin, Esq., of Liverpool, solicitor, being 
desirous of encouraging the study of the law amongst clerks 
who have already entered, or may hereafter enter into 
articles of clerkship to attorneys and solicitors at Liverpool, 
has for that purpose paid to the Incorporated Law Society a 
sum of £210, which has been invested by the society in the 
sum of £237 12s. 6d. Consols, the interest of which will, 
in accordance with the donor's directions, be applied in pro- 
viding a gold medal, to be awarded by the society in accord- 
ance with the following 

Regulations. 

The prize will be open to those students only who have 
been originally articled to an attorney or solicitor, or firm 
of attorneys or solicitors, carrying on business in Liverpool, 
and have passed not less than two third parts of the entire 
period of service under their articles of clerkship in that 
town. 

The prize will be given by the council of the Incorporated 
Law Society after the final examination in Michaelmas 
Term next, and so in every subsequent Michaelmas Term, 
to the candidate who, among the members of the class 
described in the preceding regulation, shall be reported to 
the council by the examiners as having passed the best exa- 
mination in that term, or in the Hilary, Easter, or Trinity 
Terms of the same year, and as entitled to honorary dis- 
tinction. 

The prize will not be awarded to any candidate who shall 
be above the age of twenty-five years at the time when he 
passes his examination. 

If in any Michaelmas ‘erm it shall be reported to the 
council that no candidate belonging to the class above men- 
tioned has in the then current year passed such an examina- 
tion as shall entitle him to honorary distinction, or if there 
shall be no candidate from Liverpool, then the council will 
withhold the medal provided for that year, and it shall be 
reserved and given to the candidate who, being second in 
order of merit in any subsequent year, shall appear by the 
report of the examiners to be entitled to honorary distine- 
tion ; and so from time to time the medal or medals pro- 
vided in any year, and not given in that year as a prize, 
will be reserved until the council shall, on the reeommenda- 
tion of the examiners, adjudge the same to be given in some 
subsequent year to a candidate or candidates who, being 
second or third in order of merit, shall nevertheless be con- 
sidered entitled to honorary distinction, and the medal or 
medals so reserved will be disposed of accordingly. 

se 
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COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 

All applications to the Court of Chancery, which are of 
an urgent nature, are to be made to or at the chambers of 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood. 

All ex parte applications are to be sent to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood by book-post or parcel, prepaid, accompanied 
with the brief of counsel, endorsed with the terms of the 
order applied for, and an envelope capable of receiving the 
papers to be returned, with sulicient stamps affixed thereon, 
and addressed as follows:—**To the Registrar in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrar’s Office, Chancery-lane, London, W.C.” 

On applications for injunctions or writs of ne exeat regno 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affi- 
davits in support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor, with any order his 
Honour may make thereon, will be returned direct to the 
registrar, 

All applications for leave to give notice of motion only, 
may be made to the chief clerk at chambers. 

The Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained on appli- 
cation at his Honour’s chambers, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn. 

All parcels to the Vice-Chancellor on Saturdays are, when- 
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ever practicable, to be sent by the earliest train, and to be 
directed ‘‘ To be delivered immediately.” 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Wood will be open 
on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in every 
week from eleven till one o’clock. 

The vacation will commence on Thursday, 10th August, 
and terminate on Saturday, 28th October, both days inclu- 
sive. 





COURT OF PROBATE—VACATION NOTICE. 

TAXATION OF Costs.—The registrars of her Majesty’s 
Court of Probate will not tax any bill of costs after Satur- 
day, 29th July, until Thursday, 2nd November, 1865, except 
under special circumstances, to be stated in a written appli- 
cation addressed to them. 

Motions AND SuMMoNSES.—On Wednesday, 2nd August, 
1865, and on every succeeding Wednesday, until 25th Oc- 
tober, 1865, inclusive, the registrars will sit at the principal 
registry to hear summonses and motions. The summonses 
will be taken at twelve o'clock, and the motions at half-past 
twelve o'clock, 

All papers for motions are to be left with the clerk of the 
papers before two o’clock on the preceding Saturday. 

OrFIcE Hovrs.—On and after 10th August, 1865, until 
October 24, 1865, inclusive, the offices of the principal regis- 
try of the Court of Probate will be opened to the public at 
eleven o'clock a.m. and closed at three o’clock p.m. 

PAYMENT OF Money ovr or Court.—The registrars 
have fixed Friday in each week during the vacation for the 
payment of money out of court. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MARSEILLES EXTENSION RAILWAY AND LAND Company. 
The object is to construct a railway nine miles in length, 
from the Old Port of Marseilles to Podestat, and thereby 
give increased facilities to the commerce and manufactures 
of the town and port. It is also proposed to acquire land 
on both sides of the railway for building and other purposes. 
A capital of £400,000, in 20,000 shares of £20 each, is 
required, 
The contract for the railway works is already entered into, 
the price agreed upon being £185,000. 





Tue Crry Terminus Horet Company (LIMITED). 

Messrs. Everitt & Lucas, money brokers and financial 
agents, have introduced this company, and invite subscrip- 
tions for 5,000 shares, the remaining 9,000 shares having 
been subscribed for. 

The capital is £140,000, in 14,000 shares of £10 each. 

The object of the company is to erect an hotel in Cannon- 
street, in connection with the terminus of the South- 
Eastern Railway there. Being in close proximity to the 
Royal Exchange, it will be in direct communication with 
the whole of the South-Eastern system of railways, and the 
numerous continental lines with which they are allied, and 
will contain rooms for arbitrations, public meetings, &c., 
similar to those for which the London Tavern is now used. 


The Share List of the Accidental Marine Insurance Com- 
pany closes on Thursday next, for London, and on Friday, 
for the country. 








Mr. Justice Bytes on Courts oF AnrnirRAtion.—At 
Stafford, on Friday, Mr. Justice Byles, in his charge to the 
grand jury, made the following observations :—‘‘The last 
time I had the honour to appear here a multitude of people 
were charged with offences arising out of combinations to 
raise wages. I am happy to observe that there are no cases 
of that description in the present calendar, and I should be 
happy to believe if I could that the differences between 
masters and men were not merely sleeping, but were finally 
settled. I cannot help thinking that for much of the 
tranquillity which now prevails in this county you are in- 
debted to the judgment, the activity, the devotion to public 
duty, and the eminently conciliatory manners of your lord- 
lieutenant ; and I deem it right publicly to say so. I 
cannot help making one further observation on the subject, 
which is this— that I fear some legislative interposition will 
become indispensable, You are aware that a bill has been 
brought into the Upper House by Lord St. Leonards for 
the establishment of courts of arbitration. I have often 
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expressed my regret that there are at present no provision 

for arbitration, by which I do not mean voluntary arbitra- 
tion, from which I exp.ct nothing, but compulsory arbitra- 
tion, the mode of proceeding in which might be suggested. 
This, however, is not the place to offer any such suggestions. 
I will only venture to add, for the consideration of those 
among you who can make your voices heard, that the system 
of compulsory arbitration has been recently introduced into 
our courts of law, to the immense advantage of every person 
concerned—to the saving of time, litigation, trouble, and 
money to an inzalculable extent.* 

In MAssacuUsETTS a law has just been passed, forbiding 
the licensing of any ‘‘ exhibition intended or calculated to 
bring any person into ridicule or contempt on account of 
his colour.” The intent of this law isto suppress minstrel 
performances. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. 
July 20.—By Mr. Maren, 

Beneficial lease of those business premises No. 36, Poultry; term, 13 
years unexpired, at a rental of £120 per annum—Sold for £1,950. 
sasehold residence, No, 125, St. George’s-road, South Belgravia; let 
at £90 per annum ; term, 744 years from 1853; ground-rent, £14 
per annum—Sold for £900, 

Leasehold business premises, being No. 7, Bayne’s-row, Mount Plea- 
sant, Clerkenwell; let at £50 per annum ; term, 99 years from 1857; 
ground-rent, £12 10s. per annum--Sold for £450. 

Freehold property, comprising a building and piece of land, formerly 
aportion of Wate’s Hotel, Gravesend—Sold for £180, 

Freehold residence, known as Vectis House, Anerley-road, Norwood; 
let at £120 per annum—Sold for £1,740. 

Leasehold, 2 residences in Rosendale-road, West Dulwich, estimated 
to produce £120 per annum; term, 90 years; ground-rent, £14 17s. 
per annum—Sold for £820, 

Leasehold, 4 houses, 3 with shops, being Nos. 2 and 3, Southgate- 
place, and land 2, Carlisle place, Colney Hatch, producing £121 
per annum ; term, 98 years from 1855; ground-rent, £12 per annum 
—Sold for £1,380. 





July 27.—By Mr. Marsa. 

Copyhold public-house, known as The White Swan, situate at Widford, 
Herts, with stabling, garden, and meadow land, comprising about 
2a Ir—Sold for £670. 

July 25.—By Messrs. Driver & Co. 

Freehold property, known as Exeter House, comprising a residence, 
pleasure-grounds, stabling, and lands, containing in the whole 
about 14 acres, situate at Roehampton, Surrey—Sold for £13,000. 

Freehold and leasehold estate, situate in the parishes of Rudgwick, 
Sussex, and Ewhurst, Surrey, known as Harmonger’s and Godley’s 
Farms, comprising about 286a 3r 27p of arable, pasture, and wood 
land—Sold for £5,100. - 

AT GARRAWAY’S. 
July 25.—By Messrs. Graster & Sons. 

Freehold estate, comprising about 15 acres of building land, situate 
at West-end, Hampstead —Sold for £9,350. 

Freehold house, being No. 47, St. Martin’s-lane, Charing-cross; let at 
£175 per annum—Sold for £3,270, 

Freehold, two houses, being Nos. 1 and 2, Monmouth-court, Dorset- 
place, Pall Mall; let at £60 per annum—Sold for £900. 

By Messrs. Broap, Pritcuarn, & WILTSHIRE. 

Two policies of assurance for £2,533 6s. 8d., effected in the Universal 
Life Assurance Society, on the life of a gentleman aged 55 years— 
Sold for £760. 

July 26.—By Mr, Georce GoutpsMira. 

Freehold residence, being No. 8, Clapton-terrace, Upper Clapton, 
estimated to produce £100 per annum—Sold for £1,480. 

Freehold residence, being No. 34, Albemarle-street, Piccadilly ; let 
on lease at £200 per annum—Sold for £4,510. 

By Mr. Moxon. 

Copyhold, 8 cottages, situate at Chigwell-row, producing £60 16s. 

per annum—Sold for £:00. —— 
AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
July 20.—By Messrs, Denensam, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Leasehold, 11 houses in Charlotte-row and Blue Anchor-lane, Ber- 
mondsey ; producing £379 per annum; term, 41 years, from 1838 ; 
ground-rent, £10 per annum—Sold for £1,870. 

Three valuable leases of extensive properties, comprising upwards 
of 230 houses, yards, stabling and premises in Hunter-street, and 
several adjacent streets near the junction of the Great Dover and 
Old Kent-roads, Southwark ; term, 7 years unexpired; at ground- 
rents amounting to £150 per annum, and underlet at rents (almost 
all of them ground-rents) amounting to £1,077 14s, 6d. per annum 
—Sold for £1,849, 

July 25.—By Messrs. Gapspen, Exiis, & Scorer. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 5, West-street, Finsbury-circus ; 
term, 764 years from 1823; ground-rent £5 per anuum—Sold for 
£915, 





June 26.—By Messrs. BEADEL. 

Freehold, 13 houses, Nos. 6 to 18, Elliott’s-court, Old Bailey; also 2 
houses, Nos. | & 2, Gibraltar-court, adjoining ; let on lease at £150 
per annum—Sold for £3,880. 

The reversion to a moiety of £7,356 13s, 4d. Three per Cent. Consols, 
receivable on the death of a lady aged 72 years—Sold for £2,000. 

Freehold ground-rents amounting to £108 2s. per annum, arising 
from property in High-street, Bromley—Sold for £2,440. 


*We take the liberty of dissenting from his Lordship on this point. 
—Ed. S.J. 
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Copyhold, 5 cottages, known as Nos. 1 to 5, Key’s-buildings, Bow- 
common-lane, and plot of building land—Sold for £610. a 

Leasehold ground-rents amounting to £54 10s. per annum, arising 
from the houses Nos. 2 to 4, Brougham-road, and 35 to 38, Mitford- 
road, Holloway; also the ground-rents, amounting to £42 10s. per 
annum, from the houses Nos. 10 to 14, Mitford-road; term, 300 
)ecars from 1850—Sold for £780. 

By Messrs. Cuinnock, Garsworthy, & Catnnocx, 

Frechold Estate, known as Ducks, situate in the valley of Busted, 
Kent, comprising a residence, meadow, farm buildings, and cot- 
tages, and 103a. Ir. 26p. of arable, meadow. pasture, and hop land, 
also a farm of 25 acres of meadow and arable land about a mile 
distant—Sold for £10,400. : 

Reversionary Life Interest of Corbett Holland, Esq., aged 34, of and in 
the Freehold Estate known as “ Admington Hall,” Gloucestershire, 
comprising about 1,780 acres, and producing about £4,000 per an- 
num—Sold for £4,000. 

Leasehold, 4 houses, being Nos. 23to 27, Archway-place, Highgate- 
road, producing £60 per annum; term, 78 years from 1811, at a 
rent of £5 per anuum—Sold for £560. 

Freehold ground-rent of £5 per annum, arising out of. 2 houses with 
shops, situate in the high-street, Merton—Sold for £75. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 

CLARKSON—On July 22, the wife of R. Clarkson, Esq., of Calne, 
Wilts, Solicitor, of a son. 

KELLEY—On July 15, at Dublin, the wife of C. Kelly, Esq., Q.C., 

Newtown, county of Galway, of a daughter. 

OXLEY—On July 9, at Hungerford-road, Camden-road, the wife of 
i, Oxley, Esq., of a daughter, 

MARRIAGES. 

HIDE—REID—On July 20, at the Parish Church, Pinner, Edward, son 
of C. Hide, Esq., of Worthing, to Janc, daughter of the late J. Reid, 
Fxq., Solicitor, of Holloway.and Raymond’s-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Jiu TCHINSON—GILHAM—On July 26, at St. Benet’s Church, 
‘Lhames-street, W. F. Hutchinson, Esq., of St. Martin’s-lane, Char- 
ing-cross, to Louisa, daughter of the late J, Gilham, Esq., Solicitor, 
Holborn. 

KOE—HOARE—On July 20, at St. Helen’s, Isle of Wight, R. P. Koe, 
Esq., of the Reristrar’s Office, Court of Chancery, son of the late J. 
H. Koe, Esq., Q.C., to Exnma J., daughter of I. R. Hoare, Esq., of 
Marlow House, Kingston on-Thames, and Sea View, Isle of Wight. 

WILLIS—WARD—On July 20, at St. Mark’s, Wolverhampton, H. R. 
Willis, Esq., of Kidderminster, to Mary A., daughter of J. C. Ward, 
Exy., Solicitor, of Wolverhampton. 

DEATHS. 

ATKINSON—On July 18, at Great College-street, Camden-town, G. 
Atkinson, Esq., Attorney, edford-row, aged 56. 

CAKTTAR—On July 20, Clara, wife of C. J. Carttar, Esq., Solicitor, 
Greenwich, Coroner for Kent, daughter of the late Rey. Dr. Waite, 
rector of Great Chart, Kent. 

MOXON— On July 23, at Clapham Road- place, H. Moxon, Esq., 
Solicitor, late of ‘'anfield-court, 'emple, aged 73. 

SKELTON—On May 22, at Sierra Leone, G. Skelton, Esq., her Ma- 
jesty’s Judge of the Courts of Mixed Commission, aged 35, 

SMITH—On July 20, near Maidenhead, Elizabeth, widow of the late 
J, Smith, Esq., Solicitor, Maidenhead, aged 54, 

WHITFIELD — On July 19, C. Whitfield, daughter of the late J. 
Whitfield, Esq., Solicitor, Faringdon, Berks. 








UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Liryeatt, Rev, JonATHAN, Bobbingworth, Rev. Jonatnan LipyeEatt, 
jun., St. John’s College, Cambridge, deceased, Robert PROoWER, 
Cranbourne, Dorset, Surgeon, deceased, and the Rev. Henry Riesy, 
of Hockley, Essex, £250 Reduced 3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed 
hy stanby Andrews, surviving executor of Sarah Ann Andrews, 
who was the sole execurrix of Thomas Andrews, who was the sur- 
viving executor of the Key. H. Rigby, who was the survivor. 

McCormack, Lucretia Ordon, St. Croex, West Indies, Spinster, now 
wit) of Francis Stewart, of Porto Rico, Esq. 2 Dividends on the 
sum of £1,111 2s. 2d. Consolidated 3 per Cent. Annuities— Claimed 
by Francis Stewart, the husband and administrator. 

Saxroris, Cnarves, of Taplow Cottage, nr Maidenhead, Berks, Esq. 
One Dividend on the sum of £2,159 4s. 10d. £3 5s. per Cent. An- 
nuities—Claimed by C Sartoris. 

Waiunte, Henry, Boughton Blean, Kent, Esq., deceased. £50 New 
£3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by Margaret Wrighte, widow and 
a lmuinistratrix. 


LONDON GAZETTES, 


WMlinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Fripay, July 21, 1865, 
. ; Limitep In CHANCERY. 
British and Foreign Gas Generating Apparatus Company (Limited). 
Creditors are required, on or before July 29, to send their names 
ind addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
ge Augustus Cape, 3, Adelaide-pl, London-bridge. official 
ator. Aug 7, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
ig upon the debts and claims, 
TvueEspay, July 25, 1805. 
. Liwirep m Cua 
English, Trish, and Foreign Rolling Stock Company (Timited).— 
Order to wind up by the Master of the Rolls, July 15. W. & W. TI. 
Rennolls, agents for Danks, Birm, solicitor for the petitioners. 
Trent and Humber Ship Building Company (Limited).--Petition for 
winding up, presented July 21, directed to be heard before Vice- 


















Chancellor Wood on Aug 4. Coverdale & Co, Bedford-row, agents 
for Hayes, Gainsborough, solicitor for the petitioner. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Tretoil and Messer Mining Company.— Vice-Chancellor Wood will, on 
Aug 3, at 3, proceed to make a call on the contributories for 4s. per 
share, 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, July 21, 1865. 

Brooke, Thos John Langford, Mere Hall, Cheshire, Esq. Sept 18, 
Morison v Brooke, V.C. Stuart. : 

Cann, George Thos, Jackson’s-lane, Woolwich-common, Cowkeeper. 
Aug 17. ‘Taylor v Cann, V.C. Wood. 

Coventry, Louisa Maria, Fordingbridge, Southampton. Aug 16, 
Coventry v Coventry, V.C, Kindersley. 

Jevons, David, Tipton, Stafford, Draper. Sept 1. Morris» Jevons, 


Johnson, Robt, Boyton, nr Woodbridge, Suffolk, Farmer. Aug 14, 
Johnson v Johnson, V.C. Kindersley. 

Richardson, Rev Wm, Stainforth, York, Clerk. Aug 25. Richardson 
v Martindale, M.R. 

Sharples, Thos, Bolton, Lancaster, Joiner. Aug 21. Gaskell v War- 
burton, M.R. 

be -g ag Oswestry, Salop, Farmer. Sept J. Briant v Williams, 
’.C. Wood, 

Tuxspay, July 25, 1865, 

Cross, Wm, Champion-hill, Camberwell, Merchant. Sept 30. Camp- 
bell v Cross, V.C. Stuart. 

Dentith, Sami, Commercial Hotel, Manch. Oct 3. Cook v Dentith, 
M.R 


M.R, 
Eckford, Robt, President Medical Board of Bombay, East Indies. 
Oct 10. Haldane wv Eckford, V.C. Wood. 
Felton, Jas, Warwick-rd, Upper Clapton, Esq. Oct 1. 
Felton, M.R. 
Grifls, John, Charleton, Devon. Sept 30. Hurrell v Grills, V.C. Stuart. 
Jephson, Rev John Mounteney, Childerditch, Essex, Clerk, Sept 10, 
In re Jephson, M.R. 
King, Wm Wandby, lercy-st, Tottenham-court-rd, Manufacturing 
Chemist. Oct 2, Bingham v King, M.R. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Fripay, July 21, 1865, 

Baily, Thos, Wyndham-rd, Camberwell, Surrey, Gent. Sept 1. Asprey, 
Furnival’s-inn, ¥ 

Bird, Stephen, Hornton-st, Kensington. Aug 26. Bird, New-inn. 

Fitch, Jas, St Alban’s, Herts,Gent. Aug 10. Evans, Coleman-st. 

Galbraith, John, Sheftield, Woollen Draper. Sept 9 Waterfall, 
Sheffield. 

Garrett, John, Tamworth, Warwick, Woolstapler. Aug 12, Coleman, 
Birm. 

Grattan, John, Hutton, Somerset, Gent. Aug 3!. Chapman, Weston- 
super Mare. 

Kingdon, Christopher, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Gent. 
Chapman, Weston-super-Mare. 

Law, Dan! Robt, Heury-st, Commercial-rd East, Gent, Sept 20. Price, 
Abchurch-lane. 

Ley, Edwin, Lanteglos, Cornwall, Esq. Sept 13, Downing, Kedruth. 

Marsden, Robt Clarke, Hanover-ter, Regent’s-park, Esq. Nov 1}. 
Hartley, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Martin, John, Plowden-buildings, Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Sept 1, 
Richards, Worwick-st, Regent-st. 

Nicol, Lewis, Frretown, Sierra Leone, Merchant. Aug 20, Hampton 
& Burgin, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Ogiivie, Janet Rebecca, Colchester, Essex, Widow. Roberts 
& Simpson, Moorgate-st. 

Pelly, Sir John Hy, Warnham Court, Sussex, Baronet. 
Webb & D'Aeth, Clement’s-inn, 

Shipperdson, Rey Thos Richd, Woodhorn, Northumberlar:d, Clerk, 
Aug 31. Woodman, Morpeth, 

Story, Matthew, Halam, Nottingham, Farmer, 
Townsend, Southwell. 


Felton v 


Aug 31. 


Aug 31, 


Sept 20. 


Sept 20. Stenton & 


Tebbutt, John, Sawtry, All Saints, Huntingdon, Builder. Aug 22. 
Hunnybun, Huntingdon, 

Whipp, John, Manch, Brewer. Oct 20. Crowther, Munch. 

Willams, Eliz Eleanor, Barrett’s-grove, Stoke Newington. Aug 30, 


Fisher, Mecklenburgh-sq. 
Wynn, Grenville Watkin Williams, Bodylityn, Ruabon, Denbigh, Esq. 
Aug 15. Longueville, & Co, Oswestry. 
Tvgspay, July 25, 1865, 
Blencowe, Ann, Marston St Lawrence, Northampton, Spinster. Sept 
1. Dobinson & Geare, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Corbyn, Hester Bray, Connaught-ter, Hyde pk, Widow. Sept 15. 
Lambert & Co, Bedford-row. 
Darwall, Chas Fredk, Walsall, Stafford, Esq. Sept 23. Clarke, 


Walsall. 

Little, Mary Eliz, Manch, Spinster. Aug 30. Wood, Manch. 

Neale, Robt, Upper Thames-st, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1. Clayton 
& Son, Strand. 

Newell, Richd Williams, Shrewsbury, Salop, Mercer. 
& Sprott, Shrewsbury. 

Sander, John, Little Poulteney-st, Westminster, Linen Draper, Aug 
20. Cowlard, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Skegas, John, Offord Cluny, Huntingdon, Tailor, 

urn. 

Thorpe, John, Fulham-rd, Brompton, Barrister-at-Law. 
Havopton & Burgin, Bedford-row. 

Wyn2, Grenville Watkin Williams, Ruabon, Denbigh, Esq. Aug 15. 
Longueville & Co, Oswestry. 


Mssiguinents for Benefit of Creditors. 
Frrpay, July 21, 1865, 
Dane, Hy, Hailsham, Sussex, Blacksmith: July 11, Sinnock, Hail- 
sham, 


Aug 25. Scarth 


Aug 26. Hunny- 


Sept 15, 








vile 





Tuly 29, 1865, 








rede registered pursuant to Bankeinpley Oct, 1861. 
Frivay, July 21, 1855. 

Beard, Robt, New Western-st, Bermondsey, Wheelwright. July 11. 
Comp. Reg July 20 

Berry, ‘Jas, Castleford, York, Draper. June 22. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Boucher, Richd, New-cut, Lambeth, Fishmonger. July 17. Comp. 
Reg big 4 20. 

re ohn Saml, Plymouth, Boot Maker. June 29. Asst. Reg 

uly 20. 

Bryson, Jas, Turner-st, Commercial-rd, Whitechapel, Draper, June 
23. Comp. Reg July 18. 

a reg Wm, Manch, India Rubber Dealer, July 3. Asst. Reg 

aly 18. 

Cobb, Walter Wms, Pickering-pl, Paddington, CommAgeut, July 17. 
Comp. Reg July 19. 

Colam, Matthias, Eve, Northampton, Druggist. June 22. Asst. Reg 
July 19. 

Davies, Thos, Birkenhead, Chester, Licensed Victualler. June 29. 
Comp. Reg July 

es 2 Jas, jun, Reigate, Surrey, Grocer. June 26. Comp. Reg 
July 19, 

Dodge, Wan, & Morten Dodge, Manch, Jewellers. July 19. Comp. 
Reg u 

Duckw ce F redk John, Peaieulevart, Philpot-lane, Comm Agent. 
June 21, Asst. Reg Jul yl 

Duthie, Wm, East India-av io Leadenhall-st, Merchant. July 10. 
Cc omp. Reg July 18, 

Gillott, ohn, Sheffield, York, General Dealer. June 24, Comp. Reg 
July 

Grecuway, Jas, Ashted, Birm, Haulier. June 20. Comp. Reg July 18. 

Heaton, Wm, Paternoster-row, Bookseller. July 16. Asst. Rog 
Juiy 21. 

Kain, John, Birm, Tailor. June 27. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Kelson, Chas, Vincent Biscoe Tritton, Edwd Bakenham Alderson, 
Peter Godfrey Chapman, & Ernest Thos Hankey, Old Broad-st, 
Merchants. June 30. Inspectorship. Reg July 20. 

ag oye Ann, Clifton, Bristol, Widow, Publican. Juno 28. Cony. 
Reg July 20. 

Lane, Thos, Birm, Boot Maker. July 21. Asst. Reg July 

Larking, John, sen, ae -house-lane, Peckham, Shoe Mal: a July 
13. Comp. Reg July 19 

Looser. Conrad, Lpool, Merchant. July 13. Asst. Reg July 18, 

Norford, Hy. Hadleigh, Suffolk, Dealer in Fish, June 28. Comp. Reg 
July 1 

Owen, Rev Edwd, Oldham, Lancaster, Clerk. June 29. Asst. Reg 
July 20 \ 

Perfect, Jas Robt, Wellington-pl, Holloway-rd, Furniture Dealer. 

July 7. Comp. "Reg July 20. 

Prince, Jas, Durham-st, Hackney-rd, Boot Manufacturer. June 26. 
Comp. Reg July 18. 

Ridley, Aaron, Gateshead, Durham, Tallow Chandler. June 23. Comp. 
Reg July 20. 

Smith, John Browne, Derby, Gent. June 23. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Spink, Taylor, Batley, York, Rag Dealer, July 3. Comp. Reg July 20, 

Surplice, Alfred, Win Sur ‘plice, Sheffield, Wire Drawers. June 23. 
Asst. Reg July 

Swatridge, ae” Sydenham, Bristol, Hat Manufacturer. June 22. 
Comp. Reg July 20 

Townsend, +e Wood, ‘Chelsea-villas, Brompton, Gent, July6. Asst. 
Reg July 

Wakeman, Wm Francis, Edgbaston, Warwick, Commercial Traveller. 
July 19. Comp. Reg July 20. 

Watson, Isaac, Portsea, Hants,Grocer. June 23. Conv. Reg July 20. 

Weetman, Joseph, Ansley, Warwick, Victualler. June 22. Asst. Reg 

ul 











uly 20. 
Wise, Emanuel, Kingston-upon-Hull, Jeweller. June 22. Comp. 
Reg July 20. 
TurspaY, July 25, 1865. 
Alderson, John, Ormesby, York, Tanner. July 7. Comp. Reg 
July 22. 
Armstrong, Hy, Whitby, York, Alum Manufacturer. June 23. Asst. 
Reg July 
Bennett, Richa John, Barnsbury-rd, penain, Middlesex, Cheese- 
monger. July }9, Asst. Reg July 24 
Brown, Joseph, Nottingham, Baker. July 10, Asst. Reg July 24, 
Bucknall, Robt, Dudbridge Building — nr Stroud, Gloucester, 
Builder. June 17. Asst. Reg July 15, 
Burnet, Mary Ann, & Hy Burnet, Broseley, Salop. June 26, Comp. 
Reg July 22. 
Clarke, Wm, Drayton, Norfolk, Brickmaker. June 28. Conv, Reg 
July 2 
Condy, John, Devonport, Devon, Ironmonger. June 26. Asst. Reg 
July 21. 
Cooper, John, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. July 7. Asst. Reg July 21. 
Dawson, Robt, Manch, Corn and Provender Dealer. July 4. Comp. 
Reg July 24. 
Dowel, Lenj - illett, Emsworth, Hants, Contractor. June 26. Comp. 
Reg Inly 2 2 
Elgar, Edwin Hy, South Norwood, Surrey. July 19. Comp. Reg 
July 24. 
Eglinton, Wm, Diss, Norfolk, Hatter. July 5. Asst. Reg July 25. 
—— Chas, Bideford, Devon, Draper. June 26. Comp. Reg 
July 21 
Halfhead, Thos, Bath, Schoolmaster. July 18. Asst. Reg July 24. 
Hallifax, Wm, Claremont- ph Hornsey-rd, Middlx, Cheesemonger. 
July 4. Comp. Reg July 22 
Hamer, John, Leeds, Bookseller. July 15. Asst. Reg July 21. 
Harries, Thos, Bristol, Draper. July 3. Asst. Reg July 22. 
Hart, Edmund, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. June 27. Asst. 
Reg July 25. 
Hearn, Robt Douglas, Lpool, Merchant. July 21. Asst. Reg July 22. 
Hibbitts, Julia, Lpool, Smallware Dealer. July 11. Asst. Reg July 25. 
Hitching, Fredk, Gt Saffron-hill, Clerkenwell, ~ ‘one Paper Hanging 
Manufacturer. June 26. Comp. Reg July 22 
Latham, Albert, Appleton, Cheshire, Farmer. Juno 24. Comp. 
Reg July 22, 


| 





‘ ‘jinnis: Haniel Bethesda, Carnarvon, Boo 
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ian Shee Dealer. June 26, 
Asst. Reg July 24. 

Lennard, Saml, Leicester, Manufacturer ofHosiery. July 11}. Comp. 
Reg July 24. 

Lowenadler, Lars Henric, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Ship Chandler. July 
3. Comp. Reg July 25. 

Masters, Wm Hy, Yeovil, Somerset, | 
Reg July 25. 

Mayhew, Jeremiah, Kenilworth, Warwick, Innkeeper. June 24. Asst. 
Reg July 23. 

— Wm, Mark-lane, Ship and Insurance Broker. July 15. Comp. 
Reg July 24 

Owen, Robt in Lpool, Wholesale Tea Dealer. July 14, Comp. Reg 
July 21. 

Raynsford, Chas Arthur, Woburn-pl, Russe!!-sq, Gent. July 3. Asst. 
Reg July 21. 

Reed, Hannah, Batley, York, Innkeeper. June 25. Asst. Reg July 21. 

Richings, Thos, Staines, Middx, Attorney-at-Law. July 21. Comp. 
Reg July 25. 

Taylor, Wm, Dartford, Kent, Grocer. July 13. Asst. Reg July 24. 

Trenaman, Edwin, Crisp-st, Poplar, Puilder, June 26. Comp. Reg 
July 22. 

Wain, Chas, Nottingham, Lace Dresser. July 19. Asst. Reg July 24. 

Walters, Ebenezer Grosvenor, Birm, Jeweller. July 4. Asst. Reg 
July 24. 

Walton, Wm, Caterham, Surrey, Farmer. July 12. Inspectorship. 
Reg July 22. 

Wells, Geo, Greenwich, Kent, Grocer. July 4. Comp. Reg July 24. 

Wright, ) Joh n, Manch, Cabinet Maker. July 3. Comp, Reg Juiy 21. 


Bankrupts 
Fripay, July 21, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 

Abra, Robt, Cambridge-villas, Hammersmith, out of business Vet 
July 18. Aug2ati. Wakiron, Lamb’s Conduit-st. 

Bawcomb, John Wm, W atling-st, Vellum Binder. Pet July 19. Aug 7 
at 12. W ood & Ring, Basinghall-st. 

Bingham, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Aug 2at2. Edwards, Bush-lane. 

Bondy, Hy, ig Oooo Gt Tower-st. General Merchant. Pet July | 

1. Edwards, Bush-lane. 

qnet, Philip, St Ann’s-terr, Barlesden, out of employment. Pet 

July \7. Aug2attl. Steadman, Coleman- st. 

Churchill, Saml, Wallis-rd, Hackney -wick, Clerk to a Brickmaker. 
Pet July 18. Aug2at2. Heathfield, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Cielluer, Mortimer-rd, Kingsland, Photographer. Pet July 17. Aug 
2at12. Lewis, Gt Marlborough-st. 

Clark, Wm, Longstock, Southampton, Farmer. Pet July 12. Aug 7 
atl. Lott, Parliament-st, for King, Basingstoke, 

Feneley, Wm Good, Gibson’s-hill, Lower Norwood, Builder. Pet July 
17. Aug 2at1i2. Dommett, Aldine-chambers, Paternoster-row. 

Gusterton, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 15 (for pan). 
Aug 4atli. Bramwell, Basinghall-st. 

Haggett, Wm, Dyer-st, Bromley, Beer Retailer. Pet July 18. Aug 2 
at !, Edwards, Bush-lane. 

Halter, Simon, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 18 (for pan). Aug 
2at2. Edwards, Bush-lane. 

Henwood, Arthur, Church-lane, Islington, out of business. Pet July 
19, Aug7at12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hills, John Wm, Prospect-place, Southwark, Baker. Pet July 19. Aug 
7at12. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Lodge, John, Paradise-rd, Stockwell, out of business. Pet July 17. 
Aug 2 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inu-fields. 

Lucas, Geo, Ann-st, Plumstead, Gent. Pet July 19. 
Dean & Eley, New Broad-st. 

Middleton, Chas Sharp, Bromley, Kent, Coach Builder. Pet July 17. 
Aug 7at2. Davis, Ironmonger-lane. 

Mulreany, Joseph, Penton-st, Pentonyille, Surgeon. Pet July 18. 
Aug 2atl. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Oakley, John Wm, jun, Camden-st, Bethnal-green-rd, Iron Bedstead 
Factor. Pet July 18. Aug2at2, Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Potter, Thos, Hendon, Middx, out of business, Pet July 17. Aug 2 
at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Robbins, Edwin Arnould, Reading, Berks, Grocer. Pet July 17. Aug 
2atill. Empson, Moorgate-st. 

Robbins, Wm, Kilburn, Middx, Cab Driver. Pet July 18. Aug 2atl. 
Orchard, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Robottom, Wm Hy, Mansfield-st, Kingsland-road, Working Jeweller. 
Pet July 18. Aug2atl. ¢ ‘halk, Coleman-st. 

Robson, Fairfax, Prisoner fur Debt, London. Pet July 18 (for pau). 
Aug ll at ll. Goatley, Bow-st 

Smith, Chas, Cottenham-rd, Hornsey-rd, Grocer. Pet July 19. Aug 
Tatil. Poarce, Giltspur-st. 

Steines, Jacob, Sydney-st, Mile End, Baker. Pet July 18. Aug 2at 2. 
Heathfield, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Tame, John Hy, Cottage-row, Walworth, Traveller to a Tobacco 
oem Pet July 19, Aug 7 at 12. Buchanan, Basing- 
hall-st. 

Tanare, John, Teabody’s-buildings, Commercial-st, Importer of 
Fancy Goods. Pet July 19. Aug 7 at Il. Reed, Guildhall- 
chambers. 

Taylor, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 18 (for pau). Aug 
7atl2. Drew, New Basinghall-st. 

Thorne, Joseph, Regent-st, Deptford, Journeyman Sawyer. Pet July 
17. Aug 2atJ2. Clive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Truman, Isaac Brackenborough, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 
is, Augll. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Vickery, Robt, & Joseph Bedcock, Salisbury, Wilts, Oil Merchants. 
Pet July 19. Aug 2atll. Bothamley & Freeman, Coleman-st, for 
Kelsey, Salisbury. 

Waygood, John Saml, Salem-pl, Fulham, Carman. Pet July 17. Aug 
2ati2. Woodbridge & Son, Clifford’s-inn. 

Wells, Ezra, James-pl, Clapham, Corn Dealer. Pet July 17. Aug 2 
atll. Fisher, Camberwell New-rd. 

Willson, Jas, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Shoe Dealer. Pet July 17. 
Aug 2atl!l. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Wyatt, Fredk Wm, Charlotte-ter, Stoke Newington, Marble Mason. 

t Jaly 15, July 3l atl. Brooks, Coleman-st. 


Jpholsterer. July 8. Comp. 






Pet July 18 (for pan) 





Aug 7 at 12. 
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To Surr Seinen’ in the ier. 


Lpool, Aug 3 at Il. 


Pet July 17. 
Newcastle-under- 


Carlisle, 


Bodmin, 


Banwell, Joseph, Hinton Blewett, Somerset, no occupation. Pet July 

8. Temple Cloud, Aug 9 atl. Bartrum, Bath, 

Barrett, Benj, Lpool, Book-keeper. Pet July 17. 

Gregory, Lpool. 

Baggeley, Hy, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Modeller. 

foe ape eee, Aug 5 at Il. Litchfield, 
4yine. 

Bell, Joseph, Rockliff, Cumberland, Labourer, Pet July 18. 
Aug 2atll. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Birch, Caleb, Ogley Hay, Statford, Boot Dealer. Pet July 17. Lich- 
field, Aug 4at 10. Wilson, Lichfield. 
Bird, Thos, Bardsea, nr Ulverston, Lancaster, Fisherman. Pet July 

8 (for pau). Lancaster, Aug4at12. Gardner, Manch. 

Blackwell, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Baker. Pet July 15. 
Wolverhampton, July 31 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton. 

Cole, Hy Donnett, Prisoner for Debt, Bodmin. Adj July 11. 

Aug latl. Carrick, Exeter, 

Cooper, Gerard, Milton-next- Gravesend, Kent, Trinity Pilot. Pet July 
18, Gravesend, Aug 7atll. Sharland, Gravesend. 

Derbyshire, Jas Wm, Himley, Stafford, Gentleman’s Servant. Pet 
July 17. Wolverhampton, Aug 12 at 12. Lowe, Dudley. 

Fairclough, Edwd, Lpool, out of business. Pet July 18. Lpool, Aug 
latll, Cropper, Lpool. 

Gale, Edwin Francis, Cheltenham, out of business. Pet July 18. Chel- 
tenham, Aug !atIl. Boodle, Cheltenham. 

Garniss, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet July 10 (for pau). 
Lancaster, Aug 4 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

George, Hugh, jun, Woodhey, nr Ramsbottom, Lancaster, Plasterer. 
Pet July 18, Bury, Aug 2 at 9. Law, Manch. 

Graham, John, jun, Middlesborough, York, Joiner. Pet July 17. 
Leeds, July 31 at 11. Simpson, Yarm, and Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Grant, Robt, Thorpe-le-Fallows, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet July 18. Leeds, 
Aug 9at12. Brown & Son, Lincoln. . 

Hackney, Arthur Hewitt. Birm, Glass Dealer. Pet July 20. Birm, 
Aug 4at 12. James & Griflin, Birm. 

Haddock, Caroline, Birm, out of business. Pet July 18, Birm, July 
31atl0. Parry, Birm. 

Harrison, Geo, Handley, Staveley, Derby, Mason. Pet July 19. Chester- 
field, Aug 8 at 11, Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Hood, John Vernon, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet July 8 (for 
pau). Lancaster, Aug 4at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Hopps, John Lightfoot, York, General Warehouseman. Pet July 10. 
Leeds, July 31 at 11. Richardson & Cobb, York, and Bond & Bar- 
wick, Leeds, 

Jackson, John, Grosmount, Monmouth, Shoemaker. Pet July 19. 

Pet 


Hereford, Aug 2 at 10. Carrold, Hereford. 
Jones, Hugh Saml, Llangollen, Denbigh Flannel Manufacturer. 


June 26. Lpool, Aug 3 at 11. Evans & Co, Lpool, for Richards, 
Llangollen. 

Jones, Margaret, Llangollen, ae Spinster. Pet July 19. Lpool, 
Aug 4 at 12. Evans & Co, Li 


Kerr, Wm Hy, Leigh, W theactg Cats China. PetJuly17. Birm, 
July 31 at1l2. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Lane, Wm Thos, Birm, out of business. PetJuly 20. Birm, Sept 8 at 
12. East, Birm. 

Leonard, Jonathan, Magor, Monmouth, Gent. Pet July 19. Newport, 
Aug 2at1l. Graham, Newport. 

Martin, Wm, Southampton, Market Gardener. Pet July 18. South- 
ampton, Aug 9 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Matthews, Fredk, Willenhall, Stafford, Baker. Pet July 8. Wolver- 
hampton, July 31 at 12, Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 

McLean, Andrew, Bootle, nr Lpool, Oil Refiner. Pet July 13. Lpool, 
July 29 at 11. Richardscn & Billson, Lpool. 

Minnitt,Thos Arthur, Nottingham, Hosier. Pet July 15. Nottingham 
Aug I6at ll. Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

Morgan, David, Canton, Glamorgan, Commercial Traveller. Pet July 
17. Cardiff, July 3latll. Raby, Cardiff. 

Murphy, Neil, Dudley, Worcester, Fish Salesman. Pet July 13. 
Dudley, Aug 19at 12, Warmington, Dudley 

Oldbury, Chas, Birm, Gun Barrel Filer. Pet Say 17, 
at 10, Francis, Birm. 

Parker, Benj, Pilkington, Lancaster, Book-keeper. Pet July 17. Bury, 
Aug 2at 10. Anderton, Bury 

ae 4% Eliz, Birm, Clothes Dealer, Adj July 15. Warwick, July 31 


Bodmin, Adj July 11. Bod- 
Pet July 12. 


Birm, July 31 


Philips. Josiah Saml, Prisoner for Debt, 
min, Aug | at 1, Carrick, Exeter. 
Quelch, Jas, Newbury, Berks, out of business. 
bury, July’ 26 at 11. Talbot, Newbury. 

Rogers, Wm, Davyhulme, nr Patricroft, Lancaster, Farm Labourer. 
Pet July 3 (for pau). Lancaster, Aug 4at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Scott, Joel, Market Harborough, Leicester, Chemist. Pet July 17. 
Birm, July 31 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Simons, Hy, Cheltenham, Fly Proprietor. Pet July 17. Cheltenham, 
Aug! atl. Boodle, Cheltenham, 

Summer, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Lancaster, Aug 4at12,. Gardner, Manch. 

Tooth, Richd, Eccles, Lancaster, Mechanic. Pet July 17. Salford, 
Aug 5 at 9.30. Bent, Manch. 

Tribe, Hy Thos, Gosport, Hants, Dealer in Coals, Pet July 15. Ports- 
mouth, Aug 10 at 11. White, Portsea. 

Webb, Fredk Hy, Birm, Carpenter. Pet July 6. Birm, July 31 at 10. 
Parry, Birm, 

Wilson, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln. 
Sleaford, Aug Sat ll. 

Woodward, John, Manch, out of business, Pet July 18. Salford, 
Aug 5 at 9.30. Eltoft, Manch. 

TuEspAy, July 25, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 

Batson, Hy, Bedford, Builder. Pet July 21. Aug 7at 2, Anderson 
& Stanford, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Beugin, Elie, Liquorpond-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Lithographic Printer. 
Pet July 22. Aug 14 at 12. Maniere, Bedford-row. 

Bradford, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone, Adj July 19. Aug 14 
atll. Aldridge, 

Bosworth, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 18, Aug 9 atl, 
Aldridge, 


New- 


Pet July 8 (for pau). 


Adj July 8 (for pau). 





Borer, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 19 (for pau). 
1! atl. Bradden, Dane’s-inn 
Crane, John, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj July 20. Aug l4at 11, 
Aldridge. 
Clark, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone, Adj July 19. Aug l4at 
ll. Aldridge. 
“=, aes Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 at II. 
ri 
Copplestone, Jacob, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. Pet July 21. 
l4at 12. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon st. 
Collins, Chas Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Kent. Adj July 20. Aug7 at 
1, Miller, Fenchurch-st. 
Coghill, Wm, Chapel-st, Edgware-rd, hag meme mee oa Pet July 20 (for 
pau). Aug llat 12. Edward, Bush -lane, Cannon-st. 
Cribb, Thos, Upper Norwood, Surrey, Chemist and Druggist. Pet 
July 20. Aug7atl. Drew, New Basinghall-st. 
ey Philip, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 at 11. 
ri 
Pr os John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 20 (for pau). 
Aug 9 at ¥. Dobie, Guildhall-chamber: rs, 
Howard, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9at1l. 
Aldridge. 
Hustler, Chas Anderson, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 18. Aug 
Qat ll. Aldridge. 
Hyde, —_ — Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 at 
il, ridge. 
Jangel, Maria, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18, Aug 9 at 12 
‘Aldridge. 
Joff, Herman, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 at Il. 
Aldridge 
Johnstone, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 at 
12. Aldridge. 
Laurence, Geo, Robinson’s-rd, Victoria-park, Journeyman Printer. 
Pet July 21. Aug 7 at 2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Leighton, John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 20, Aug 
9at2. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 
Lelean, John Taylor, St Paul’s-rd, Bow, Master Mariner. Pet July 20. 
Aug7atl. Stocken, Leadenhall-st. 
Lewis, Chas Wray, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Adj July 20. Aug i4 
at il. Aldridge. 
Levy, Joseph, Bloomsbury-sq, Dealerin Jewellery, Pet July 22. Aug 
Il at12. Solomon, Finsbury-pl. 
—— Prisoner for Debt, London. AdjJuly 18. Aug 9 at 12, 
ri 
Mocarthy: a Mary, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 at 
1 rid 
— "Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adi July 18. Aug 9 at 12. 
Metoalt, Robt, New-North-rd, Islington, Plumber. Pet July 21. 
4at 12, Goldrick, Strand, 
Mil oo. Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 18, Aug 9 at 12. 
ri 
= Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. , Adj July 18, Aug 9 at 12. 
rid, 
Moor, Sophia, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 21 (for pau). Aug 
9at2. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon- st. 
Newby, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 21 (for pau). 
Aug 9 at 2. ‘Munday, Basinghall: st. 
Osmond, Alfred Giles, Upper Rosoman-st, Clerkenwell, Assistant at a 
Beerhouse. Pet July 20. Aug7 atl. Merriman, Poultry. 
Page, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet July 21 (for pau). Aug 
9at 2. Drake, Basinghall-st. 
Parker, Godfrey, Rickmansworth, Herts, Bricklayer. Pet July 20. 
Aug7 atl. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Parkins, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 18. Aug 11 at 12, 
Pound, Jas, Merton, Surrey, Farmer. Pet July 21. Aug 7 at 2, 
Nicholson, Woellington-st, Strand. 
Redman, Fredk, Forest Gate, Essex, Plumber. Pet July 22. Aug 14 
at 12. Peverley, Coleman-st. 
Reeves, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone, Adj July 19. Aug ldat 


il. Aldridge. 
Reeder, Richa, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 19. Aug9 atl. 


Adj July 18. Aug 9 at 
Aug 9 at 1. 


Aug 


Aug 


Aug 


Aldridge 

Silani, Anthony, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
1. Aldridge. 

Sirett, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. 
Aldridge. 

Skinner, David, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj July 19. Aug 
I4atil. Aldridge. 

Smits, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 22, Aug 14 at 12, 
Hembrey, Staple-inn, Holborn. 

Speller, Richd, Crucifix-lane, Bermondsey, Operative Chemist. Pet 
July 21. Aug 7at 2. Marshull, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Tiller, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 atl. 
Aldridge. 

—— Francis, Frisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 at 


Ze. 
ula, ty, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. Aug 9 atl. 


ldridge 
bag tg , Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 18. Aug 9 atl. 
ridge. 
Wilson, Thos, Beckenham, Keut, Beershop Keeper. Pet July 21. Aug 
Tat2. Parry, Croydon. 
Willis, Robt Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 21. Aug7 
at 2. Roberts, Clement’s-inn, Strand. 
Wrampe, Ernest John Augustus, Oxford-ter, Gerrard-st, Islington, 
Merchant. PetJuly 18. Aug 4at 11. Beverley, Coleman-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Barrow, Robt Williams, Bristol, Carpenter. Pet July 19. Bristol, 
Aug 10 at 12. Hill. 

Bastow, Arthur, Bradford, York, Worsted Manufacturer. Pet July 22. 
Leeds, Aug 7 at tI. Simpson, ds. 

Blenkin, Peter Smith, Manch, Oil Merchant. Pet July 22. Manch, Aug 
Tat Ll. Leigh, Manch. 

Brooke, Wm, Manch, General Merchant. Pet July 14, Manch, Aug 16 
atll, Hankinson & Kearsley, Manch. 








July 29,1865. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


881 





— 





Brown, Wm, Bootle, nr rn » Bookkeeper. Pet July 21. Lpool, Aug 


8 at3. Worship, L 
Chambers, Walter Nic ~: Manch, Drysalter. Pet July 20, Manch, 
Aug 7at11. Leigh, Manch. 


Churchill, Edwd, Stroud, Gloucester, Fish and Fruit Dealer. Pet July 
22. Stroud, Aug 9at 10. 

Colthorpe, Wm, Stowupland, Suffolk, Poulterer. Pet July 19. Stow- 
market, Aug 3 at 3. Jennings, Ipswic 

Coombe, ‘Mary, B Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 15. Bristol, 
Aug 4atil. Ring & Plummer, Bristol. 

Cotton, Benj, Monks Coppenhall, Chester, Innkeeper. Pet July 20. 
Lpool, Aug 4 at 12. Best, Lpool. 


Cowles, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Suffolk. Pet July 14 (for pau). Ips- 
wich, Aug7at 10. Kent, Beccles. 
Davison, Geo, North Shields, Northumberland, Contractor. Pet July 


20. North Shields, Aug 8 atll. Kidd, North Shields. 

Dent, Wm Thos, Wisbech, Cambridge, Baker, Pet July 20. Wisbech, 
Aug 10 at 12. Ollard, Upwell. 

Downs, Richd, Ettingshall New Village, nr Bilston, Stafford, Con- 
tractor. Pet July 21. Birm, Sept 8at 12. Wright, Birm. 

Edge, + a Lpool, Joiner. Pet July 17. Lpool, Aug 4 at 2, Ward, 


Pet July 14. 

Hamer, Hy, Lianidloes, Montgomery, Innkeeper. Pet July 19. 
Llanidloes, Aug 3 at 12. Jenkins, Llanidloes. 

Hardy, John, Manch, Draper, Tet July 22. Salford, Aug 5at 9 30. 
Farrar, Manch. 

Harrison, Saml, Stretford, Lancaster, Journeyman Saddler. Adj 
July 18. Salford, Aug 5 at 9,30. 

Hill, Wm Fredk, Kingston-vpon-Hull, Baker. Pet July 21, Hull, 
Aug 5 at Il, Stead, Hull, 

— Geo Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj July 18. 


Lpoo 
Ewell, Hy Wm, Ramsgate, Kent, Licensed Victualler, 
Sandwich, Aug 2 at 11.30. Towne, Margate. 


Manch, Aug 7 


12. 
Hodson, — Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln. Adj July 8. Spilsby, 
Aug lat ll. 
Hussey, Edwin, High Wycombe, Bucks, out of business. Pet July 21. 
Hig Clarke, High Wycombe. 


W combe, Aug8 at ll. 

Hyslop, Thos, Buckland, Portsea, Hants, Grocer. Pet July 20. Ports- 
mouth, Aug 10 at 1!. White, Portsea. 

Jacquier, Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Stationer, Pet June 23. Bristol, 


Aug _— 11, Levirson, Fen-ct, Fenchurch-st, for Press & Inskip, 
Bristo! 

Jacob, Alfred Percy, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj July 17. Lpool, 
Aug lat 11, 





i. 
Wood, Alex, Rugeley, Stafford, out of business. 


me = Prisoner for I Debt, Gloucester. 
7a 

yt. Robt, St Margaret, Leicester, Plumber and Glazier. 
21. Leicester, Aug 5 at 10. Harvey, Leicester. 

Lotherington, Robt, Willerby Carr, Willerby, York, Farmer. Pet July 
20. Kingston-upon-Hull, Aug 9 at 12. Bell & Leak. Hull. 

Marshall, Thos, Stalybridge, Chester, Bricklayer. Pet July 20. Manch, 
Aug 9at 11. Sutton & Elliott, Manch, 

McDonald, Jas, York, Toyman. Tet July 17. Leeds, Aug 7 at ll. 

Pet July 19. 


Adj July 19. Bristol, Aug 
Pet July 


Harle, Leeds. 

McGlave, Patrick, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Grocer. 
Whitehaven. Aug 4at 10. Halton, Whitehaven. 

Minnitt, Thos Arthur, Nottingham, Hosier’s Assistant. Pet July 15. 
Nottiagham, Aug 16 at 11. Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

Moger, Robt, Woolverton, Somerset, Maltster. Pet July 22. 
Aug7 at i. Wilton, Bath. 

Morris, Edwin, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Stonemason. Pet July 18. 
Conway, July 31 at 12. Williams, Llandu 3 

Nobbs, "hos, my parggy Gloucester, Boot Maker. Adj July 19. 
Newnham, "Aug 9atl 

Parsons, Newton, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, Baker. 
Exeter, Aug 5atll. Hooper, Exeter. 

Preston, Wm Carnall, Wigan, Lancaster, Dissenting Minister. 
July 19. Manch, Aug 8 at 11. France, Wigan. 

Pring, John, Hemyock, Devon, Farmer. Pet July 19. 
4atll. Cockram, Tiverton, ’and Floud, Exeter. 

Pullan, Joseph, Harrowgate, York, Common Brewer. Pet July 22. 
Leeds, Aug 7 at Il, Richardson, Kuaresborough, aud North & 
Sons, Leeds. 

Ross, Alex, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Bookkeeper. Pet July 19. Gains- 
borough, Aug7at 10. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Roberts, Robt, Flint, Grocer. Pet July 21. Lpool, Aug 7 at 12. 
Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Schofield, Jas, Rochdale, Lancaster, Machine Maker. Pet July 21 
Manch Aug Il at1l. Molesworth & March, Rochdale. 

Senior, John Bland, Geddington, Northampton, Dealer. Pet July 21. 
Kettering, Aug 28 at 12. Rawlins, Market Harborough. 

Snelling, Hy, Portsea, Boot Maker. Pet July 20. Portsmouth, Aug 
10 atl!. White, Portsea. 

Smart, John, Gloucester, Innkeeper. 
Aug 9at1l. Smallridge, Gloucester. 

Warren, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Gloucester. 
Aug 7 at} 


Bristol, 


Pet July 21. 
Pet 
Exeter, Aug 


Pet July 18. 
Adj July 19. 


Abergavenny, 
Bristol, 


Adj July 17. Ruge- 
he Aug 5at 10, Gardner, Rugeley. 











ACCIDENTAL & MARINE 


INSURANCE CORPORATION (LIMITED). 


To be incorporated under “ The Companies’ Act, 1862,” by which the liability of each Shareholder is 
limited to the Amount of his Shares. 


CAPITAL, £2,000,000, IN 80,000 SHARES OF 


£1 per Share to be paid on Application, and £4 on Allotment. 


FIRST ISSUE, 40,000 SHARES. 
No further Call is contemplated. 


£25 EACH. 


Directors. 


STEPHEN CAVE, Esq. (Messrs. Prescott, Grote, Cave, & Cave), Thread- 
needle-street. . 

ALFRED SMEEF, Esq., F.R.S., Chairman of the Accidental Death Insur- 
ance Company. 

J. G. B. LAWRELL, Esq., Directors of the Accidental Death In- 

E. §. KENNEDY, Esq., pe rt 

EDWARD SOLLY, Esq., F.R.S., ati aad i 


WILLIAM TABOR, Esq., Chairman of the Gresham Life Assurance 
Society, and Director of the Imperial Bank (Limited). 

GEORGE LOWE, Esq,, C.E., F.R.S ,) Directors of the Gresham Life As- 

GEORGE TYLER, Esq., surance Society. 

FREDERICK DOULTON, Esq., M.P., Metropolitan Board of Works. 

GEORGE SMITH, Esq. (Messrs. G. Smith & Co,), 86, Tower-street. 

J.G. TOLLEMACHE SINCLAIR, Esq., The Mount, Upper Norwood, and 
Thurso Castle, N.B. 


Bankers—LONDON AND COUNTY BANK, and all its Branches ; Messrs. PRESCOTT, GROTE, CAVE, & CAVE, Threadneedle-street. 
Solicitor—F. P. CHAPPELL, Esq., 26, Golden-square. 


Brokers—Messrs. MULLENS, MARSHALL, & Co., 3, Lombard-street. 
MARINE 


Heap OrricE—7, BANK-BUILDINGS. 


Secretary—JOHN WHITE ORAM. 
DerartMENT—21, THREADNEEDLE-STREET. 





ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. | 
This Company has been formed to take over the business of the Accidental Death Insurance Company, the existing constitution and capital of 


which are now found to be inconvenient and inadequate to its recently largely extended operations. ‘ P 
‘That Cemyany (empowered by Special Acts of Parliament, 15 Vict.,¢. 56, and 22 and 23 Vict., c, 22) was founded in 1849, with a nominal capi- 


tal of £250,000, in 50,000 shares of £5 each, of which 20,000 have been issued. 
increasing nature of its operations :— 





the commencement of the Company, shows the progressive and steadil 
1850... .ceeee etnecsescdvonscesseecess £1,228 1 6 1855, 

- 2,668 15 7 

63.6 2 5 

-10,752 3 9 

15,103 








The accounts of ‘the 1ecently-formed Marine Insurance Companies, wh 
Jeave no doubt on the mindof the Directors that, at any rate, equal success will attend the efforts of the Corporation in this direction. 


of a gentleman of experience have been secured as underwriter. 


The extensive machinery of agents— of which there are between 4,000 and 5,000 -is in full work, 





The following statement, embracing the amount of premiums since 





+e£18.059 10 8 DGGO...ccccccccccscocccccccsscoccesess £42,280 6 1 
- 21,762 3 2 | 1861 42,283 12 5 
25,530 3 10 1862 44,544 15 9 
33,260 0 0 1863 wee 47,255 19 3 
coos 41,754 3 6 
ich have exhibited good dividends, and shown prospects of great value, 


The services 


and is of great value; indeed, the Directors 


confidently belicve that all that is required to secure a rapid increase in the existing business is a proper adaptation of modern requirements as 


regards capital and position. 


Applications for shares, accompanied by a remittance for the deposit, may be made to the Bankers, Brokers, and to the Secretary, at the Chief 


Offices, on the accompanying form. 
ACCIDEN 


NTAL AND MARINE INSURANCE CORPORATION (LIMITED.) 


ForM OF APPLICATION FOR SHARES (to be Retained by the Bankers). 


To the Directors of the Accidental and Marine ! 
Gentlemen,—Having paid to your Bankers, 


nsurance Corporation (Limited ), 7 
the sum of £ 
above Company, I hereby request that you wil! allot me that number, and I agree to accept such shares or 


, Bank- buildings. E.C, 
, being a deposit of £1 per Share on shares inthe 
any less number you may allot to me, 


and | agree to pay the sum of £4 per share on allotmeut, and I authorise you to insert my name onthe register of members for the number of shares 


alloted to me, 


Name in full 
Address 








Signature 











CCIDENTAL AND MARINE INSURANCE CORPORATION (LIMITED).—No further gael 
for Shares in this Company will be received after THURSDAY next, the 3rd of August, = London, and FRIDAY, on for the Country. 


7, Bank-buildings, London, 28th July, 1865, 


y order, ORAM, Secretary. 
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MARSEILLES EXTENSION RAILWAY 
AND LAND COMPANY 


(LIMITED). 
Incorporated under “The Companies’ Act, 1862.” 





CAPITAL, £400,000, IN 20,000 SHARES OF £20 EACH. 
7,000 OF WHICH HAVE ALREADY BEEN SUBSCRIBED FOR IN ENGLAND AND FRANCE. 
8,000 WILL BE RESERVED FOR ISSUE AS PAID-UP SHARES. 


Interest at the rate of 6 per Cent. per Annum is guaranteed to be paid by the Contractors on the Capital called up 
during the Construction of the Works. 


£1 PER SHARE TO BE PAID ON APPLICATION, AND £4 ON ALLOTMENT, 


Future Calls not to exceed £5 per Shares, nor to be made at intervals of less than Three Months. 





DIRECTORS. 
Lonpon. 
WILLIAM LEE, Esq., M.P., Director of the London and County Bank, 

JAMES CHILDS, Esq., Roehampton, Director of the East London Railway Company. 
CHARLES E. NEWBON, Esq., Director of the General Irrigation Company of France. 
The Hon. A. C. HOBART, Berkeley-square, Director of the Russian Iron Works Company. 
HUGH H. L. ASTLEY, Esq., Nicholas-lane, Director of the City Offices Company. 

J, PENNINGTON LEGH, Esq., Brighton, and Kuutsford, Cheshire, 
CLARENCE A. COLLIER, Esq., Norfolk-street, Park-lane. 


PARIS. 
M. JULES TALABOT, Boulevard des Italiens, 
° M. LE COMTE CLARY, Rue d’Aumale. 
Solicitors. 
Messrs. NEWBON, EVANS, & Co., Nicholas-lane, Lombard-street. 
Bankers. 
THE IMPERIAL BANK, Lothbury. 
Brokers. 
Messrs. ROBINS, BARBER, & DALLEY, Threadneedle-street. 
Engineer. 


GEORGE BERKLEY, Esq., 24, Great George-street, Westminster. 


Secretary (pro tem.). 
H. P. HAKEWILL, Esq. 


TeMPORARY OrFricEs—4,, ALDERMAN’S-WALK, NEW BROAD-STREET. 





PROSPECTUS. 


_ The objects of the Company are, first, to construct a Railway about nine miles in length from the ‘*O!d Port ” of Marseilles to Podestat, to afford 
increased facilities for the commerce and manufactures of the town and port; secondly, to acquire land on both sides of the jine throughout its 
length, for building and other purposes, to which great value will be given by the construction of the Railway. 


The reputation of Marseilles as the first maritime city of France is well known; second only to Paris in population and wealth, its position and 
capabilities give it the command of French commerce in the Mediterranean, 


Within the last ten years, Marseilles has been placed in direct communication with Paris and all parts of France ; magnificent docks and ware- 
— have been constructed, but great and rapid as these new works have been they are still far behind the requirements of its ever increasing 
de. 

_ The old quarters of the town are being demolished to make room for handsome streets and public buildings. The population thus displaced are 
driven to the suburbs, more especially towards the south, where the lands of the Company are situate, and where a fine valley stretches from the 
— bagton’ oe with a view of the sea, and open to the refreshing breezes, which during the summer afford the only relief from the 
i Ss city. 


The enormous value of ground in the town may be estimated by the fact that for any extension rocks 60 feet high have to be cleared away to 
give sites for building ; it will be readily understood that such a locality is no longer suited for the erection of ordinary dwellings, or factories and 
chemical works, which latter, for Sanitary reasons, will soon be driven from the city. 


_ The proposed Railway, after leaving the port and town of 300,000 inhabitants, will pass through the southern srburb, which contains a popu-~ 
lation of 50,000, and follow the valley to the sea, at the “ Madrague de Montredon,” from thence it will be continued for three miles along the coast 
tol odestat, affording sites for the erection of factories, with access to the sea, and direct railway communication with the town and port, and with 
the Paris, Lyons, and Mediterranean lines, by a junction with the proposed new branch of the latter to the “ Place Castellane.”” 

There are at the present time 460 factories in the town, employing nearly 10,000 workmen, and the number of factories would rapidly increase 


were it not for the heavy charges to which they are subjected from the increasing value of the ground occupied, and the want of direct railway con- 
nection with the port, and with the’ Paris, Lyons, and Mediterranean lines. The proprietors of these establishments will gladly avail themselves of 
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the opportunity of disposing of their present sites to great advantage, and removing to a locality combining the facilities of sea and railway commu- 
nication, with perfect freedom from all the difficulties of their present position, and where land can be obtained from the Company at a teuth part of 
the price now paid for building ground in the town. 

In order to form an opinion of the pecuniary results of the proposed operations of the Company, it will be desirable to consider separately the in- 
come to be derived from the Railway, and the profit to be realised by the sale of the land of the Company. 

First, with reference to the Railway, it must be observed that the existing iines are connected with the New Port “ Joliette ” and the Docks, but 
that the Old Port, which is 67 acres in extent, is entirely without railway communication or docks, notwithstanding which the official statistics of the 
Government show that during the last year for which they are published, 1863, the returns for the “ Old Port’’ were as follows :— 





4,383 vessels of various nations entered, carrying ....... socsecccrceccecsercercesceree 950,180 tons of merchandise. 
4,303 vessels of various nations left, CarryiNg ....sssccscceseree coreereereeesereeceeree 993,842 ,, z os 
8,686 vessels. 1,544,022 ,, re 


During the same period the returns for the New Port “ Joliette” were :— 
2,609 vessels of various nations entered, carrying ... 


we 364,121 tons of merchandise. 
2,400 vessels of various nations left, Carrying ......seccereereees 5 


eee 330,876 ” 








5,009 vessels. 694,997 ,, a 


But in addition to this the New Port “ Joliette” received and sent off 1,159,024 tons of Merchandise in 1363 by 5,373 steamers, on account of the 
facilities afforded by the Railways and Docks. 

It is evident from these returns that a Railway to the Old Port must secure a very large amount of goods traffic, and from the population of the 
suburban district through which the line will pass, and tae number of factories &c., already established in that locality, it is calculated that the 
Railway will produce an immediate profit revenue equal to 15 per cent. on the outlay, which income will be rapidly increased by the erection of 
houses and factories along the line. There will be seven intermediate stations betweea Marseilles and Podestat, one of which will be for the 
* Race-course ” and the “‘ Public Gardens,” and “ Chateau Borelly.” 


The Company have contracted for the execution of the works of the Railway trom the “ Place Castellane” to “ Podestat’’ at the price 
of £185 ,000. 

Secondly, with reference to the profit to be realized by the sale of the land of the Company, it may be stated that all previous speculations in 
land at Marseilles bave been successful. 

The Company have contracted for the purchase of about 1,200,000 square metres of land (about 300 English acres), situated on both sides of the 
proposed Railway, between the town and the ‘* Madrague de Montredon; ”’ 140,00) metres of which will be required for the construction of the line 
and stations, leaving 1,060,000 metres to be sold for the erection of first-class residences. 

It has been estimated by competent judges of the value of building sites in the neighbourhood of Marseilles, that on the completion of the 
Railway the whole of this land will be readily sold at the price of at least 20 francs per metre, at which rate it will produce 21,200,000 francs, or 
£848,000. 

The Company have also contracted for the purchase of a very large tract of ground beyond the “ Madrague de Montredon,” through which the 
Railway will pass to Podestat ; 1,500,000 metres (about 375 acres) of this land, adjoining both sea and Kailway, will be at once available as sites for 
Factories and Works of all kinds. 

Estimating the selling price ofthis land at 10 francs per metre, a sum sufficiently low to induce the manufacturers to establish their works 
rapidly in the locality, it will produce a sum of 15,000,000 francs, or £600,000. 


The average cash cost to the Company of the Land abeve referred to is onty 54 frances per metre, including the houses already built thereon, 
and including also upwards of 10,0.0,000 metres of lanl (about 2,500 acres) on the coast line for three miles beyond the proposed terminus at 
Podestat, which will thus be acquired by the Company free of cost, aud which will be made available at sume future time by an extension of the 
Railway and the furmation of Roads. 


An ample supply of water, which is indispensable at Marseilles, both for houses and land, can be obtained from the existing works, which have 
cost the municipaiity more than 60,000,000 of francs. 


The additional capital required for the payment of land will be raised in debentures to be repaid out of the produce of the land sales. 


The practical bearing of the land question is as fullows:—Assuming the sale of the land at the low prices named, the profits arising therefrom 
will not only repay the whole cost of the Railway, but in addition there will remain a very large surplus for division as bunas among the 
shareholders. 


The Railway Concession from the French Government is for the term of 99 years. 


The Lands of the Company will be freeholds in perpetuity, except the small portion occupied by the Railway, which must necessarily be 
surrendered with the line at the expiration of the concession, 


5,000 of the shares have been subscribed for in France, and will be issued with £8 per share paid up thereon; 
3,000 shares will be reserved for issue as fully paid-up sliares; leaving 
12,000 ordinary shares for issue to the public. 


20,000 
The Articles of Association, and also the Contract, Concessions, ani Plans, may b2 seen at the offices of the solicitors, Messrs. Newbon, Evans, & 
Co., 28, Nicho‘as-lane, E.C, 


Applications for shares in either of the accompanying forms may be made to the Sec retary at the Offices of the Company ; or to the Bankers, 
Brokers, and Solicitors. But no application will be entertaived ualess tie deposit of £1 per share on the number applied for has been duly paid to 
the Company’s Bankers ; in the event of no aliotuseat being made to the applicant the deposit will be promptly returned in full. 


FORM OF APPLICATION FOR SHARES WITH £5 PAID ON ALLOTMENT. 
(To be retained by the Bankers.) 
To Tur Direcrors oF THE MARSEILLES EXTENSION RAILWAY AND LAND COMPANY (LIMITED). 


Gentlemen,—Having paid to your Bankers, the Imperial! Bank (Limited), the sum of € » being a deposit of £1 per Share 
on Shares in the above Company, I hereby request that you will allot me that number, and I agree to accept such Shares, or any less 
number you may allot to me, and I agree to pay the sum of £4 per Share on Allotment, and [ authorize you to insert my name on the Register of 
Members for the number of Shares allotted to me. 

Usual signature 
Name in full . 
Residence . 
Profession P 





OR THIS FORM OF APPLICATION FOR FULLY PAID-UP SHARES. 
(To be retained by the Bankers.) 
To Tae Directors or Tue MARSEILLES EXTENSION RAILWAY AND LAND COMPANY (LIMITED). 


Gentlemen,—Having paid to your Bankers, the Imperial Bank (Limited), the sum of £ , being a deposit of £1 per Share 
on Shares in the above Company, I hereby request that you will allot me that number of fully paid-up Shares, and I agree to accept 
such Shares, or any less number you may allot to me, on the terms of the prospectus, and L agree to p:y the baiance of the amount of such Shares 
on allotment, and to sign the Articles of Association of the Company when required, jand I authorize you to insert my name on the Register of 
Members for the number of Shares allotted to me. Usual signature....... 

Name in full .. 
Niesidence .. 

Profession 
PARC scores 
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ERSEY DOCK ESTATE.— LOANS OF 
: MONEY.—The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE, that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Ten Shillings per 
centum per annum, interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years. 
Interest warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jefferson, Esq., Treasurer, 
Dock -office, Liverpool. 
By order of the Board, 
Dock-office, Liverpool, July 20, 1865. 


J AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. 
Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lane, W.C. 


Subscribed Capital—ONE MILLION STERLING. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 


JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 











Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr., Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.S., 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

3usiness consists of the best classes of risks. 

Insarants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

PREMIUMS MODERATE. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869. At the Division of 
Profits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to. from 15 to 50 per 
oat. - annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
nsured. 

Copies of the Directors’ Report and Balance-sheet, and every informa- 
tion, may be obtained at the Chief Office, or of any of the Agents of the 
Company, FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 








ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, Chancery-lane, London. 
CuarrMan—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., M.P., Recorder of London. 
Deruty-CHairmMan—Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
nuitics granted in exchange for Reversiovary and Contingent Interests. 

Lvans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and ail further information, may 
he had at the office. C. B. CLABON, Sec. 


CCIDENTS to Life or Limb, in the Field, the 
Streets, or at Home, provided for by a Policy of the RAILWAY 
a ASSURANCE COMPANY, 64, Cornhill, London, 
Compensation has been paid for 10,000 Claims. 
£1,000 in case of Death. 
£6 per week while laid up by Injury, secured by an Annual Payment 
ot trom £3 to £5 5s. 
For particulars apply to the Clerks at the Railway Stations, to the 
Local Ageats, or at the Offices, 64, CORNHILL, and 10, REGENT- 
STREET. W. J. VIAN, Secretary. 


THE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 


(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old Palace 
Yard, Westminster, S.W.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul- 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui+ 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 

1. Drainage, irrigation and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing, 
reclumation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 

2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 
purposes. 

3. Jetties or landing places on the sea coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required for farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 

arm houses and other buildings for farm purposes. 

Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their proportionate share 
of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the lands improved. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
financial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 

sioners. 

For further information and for forms of application, apply to the Hon, 
WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, S.W. 








Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preterments, Rent Charges, and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 


R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES forthe present year will take place at the GUILD- 
JIALL COFFEEHOUSE, Gresham-street, on the following days, viz.:— 
Friday, July 14, Friday, September 8, Friday, November 10 
Friday, August I1, Friday, October 13, Friday, December 8. 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 
aud printcd cards of terms may be had. 
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Frankby, near Birkenhead, Chesire.—Sale of a highly important and valu- 
able Freehold Estate, known as “ The Manor House,” and other ad- 
joining Lands, six miles from Birkenhead, on good roads subdivided 
into nineteen lots. 

ESSRS. CHURTON & ELPHICK have the 
pleasure to announce that they have been instructed to SELL 
by AUCTION, at the WOODSIDE HOTEL, WOODSIDE l’ERRY, BIR- 

KENHEAD, on WEDNESDAY, the 9th day of AUGUST next, at ONE 

for TWO o’clock p.m., most punctually, in the lots set forth in the 

printed particulars of sale, or in such other and in such order as the 
agents of the vendors may decide upon at the time of sale, and subject to 
such conditions as will then be produced, an important and extremely 
valuable FREEHOLD ESTATE, situate in and near to the village of 

Frankby, in the parish of West Kirby, six miles from the Birkenhead 

Ferries, comprehending ‘‘ The Manor House Estate,” upon which stands 

a first-class stone-buiit Family Residence, and an extensive range of out- 

buildings, gardener’s cottage, &c., in the midst of pleasure grounds, with 

an excellent garden, several smaller houses with gardens, and numerous 
pieces or parcels of LAND, containing in the whole 227a. Ir. L5p., for the 
most part presenting admirable building sites, commanding fine views of 
the estuary of the river Dee, the Irish Channel, the Welsh hills, Wal- 
lasey , Bidston, &c,,and upon most excellent roads. 

he Lands have been carefully subdivided into nineteen separate lots, 
for the accommodation of purchasers, and generally present opportunities 
for investment which very rarely occur in this locality. 

N.B.—The respective tenants will kindly allow parties to view the pro- 


rty. 
ag and particulars (descriptive of each lot) may be had at the place 
ofsale; and also, with any further information which may be required, 
at the Offices of : 
Messrs. PEACOCK, ROGERSON, & COOPER, Solicitors, 22, Lord- 
street, Liverpool ; 
from Mr. JOHN WHALLEY, Land Agent, Mollington, and Chester; or 
from Messrs. CHURTON & ELPHICK, the Auctioners, Whitchurch, 
Shropshire, and Chester. 





Kensington.—Holland and Cambridge terraces.—Moderate-sized genteel 
Residences, for occupation or investment. 

M R. PHILIP D. TUCKETT will offer for SALE 
AV. by AUCTION, at GARRAWAYS, Change-alley, Cornhill, Lon- 
don, on TUESDAY next, AUGUST 1, at TWELVE o'clock, in Lots, SIX: 
TEEN eligible and commodious long LEASEHOLD RESIDENCES, known 
as Nos. 1 to 8, Cambridge-terrace, and | to 8, Holland-terrace, admirably 
situate at the best end of Holland-road, close to the Kensington-road 
and Railway Station, and near all the most favoured parts of the west end, 
thoroughly well finished in brick and slate, with handsome porticos ; con- 
taining well-proportioned dining, drawing and breakfast-rooms, sleeping 
apartments, and offices, with small gardens; and at present let to first- 
class yearly tenants, at rents varying from £45 to £60. 

Particulars may be obtained of Mr. J. LINES, 8, Dorcas-terrace, Ham- 
mersmith ; of Messrs. POOLE & GAMLEN, Solicitors, 3, Gray’s-inn- 
square; or, with orders to view, of Mr. PHILIP D. TUCKET'T, Land 
Agent, Surveyor, and Auctioneer, 76, Old Broad-street, E.C. 





King-street, Hammersmith.— Se Frechold Rentals of £57 
£65 


an 5. 
\ R. PHILIP D. TUCKETT is instructed to SELL 
by AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, on TUESDAY next, AUGUST 1, 
at TWELVE, in Two Lots, the very valuable FREEHOLD CORNER 
SHOP, House, and Premises, 10, King-street West, Hammersmith, 
leased for a long term to Messrs. Walton & Co., at a net rent of £57; 
also the very valuable House, Chemist’s Shop, and Premises, !2, King- 
street, forming the corner of the Grove, leased to Mr. John Greaves, 
for an unexpired term of 12 years, at £55 per annum, but both pre- 
mises having been improved are of much greater annual value, and 
form particularly secure freehold investments. 
Particulars as above.—76, Old Broad-street, E.C. 

No. 24, Woolmer-cottages, the Grove, Hammersmith.—Well-built and 
commodious Residence, with delightful garden in perfect order. 
\ R. PHILIP D. TUCKETT is instructed to offer 
Lv. for SALE by AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, on TUESDAY next, 
AUGUST 1, at TWELVE o’clock a substantial and well-arranged 
FREEHOLD RESIDENCE, 24, Woolmer-cottages, most conveniently 
placed in the Grove, within about one minute’s walk of Hammer- 
smith Railway Station, of pleasing elevation, with very pretty front 
and back gardens of considerable size ; and containing large double 
drawing-room, dining-room, library, six bed-rooms, kitchens, offices, 
and small conservatory. Let to a first-class yearly tenant at the low 

rent of £50. 
Particulars as above. —7, Old Broad-strect, E.C. 








Shepherd’s-Bush, Hammersmith New-road, and The Grove. —Semi- 
detached Frechold Villas, with early possession. 
\ R. PHILIP D. TUCKETT is instructed to SELL 
it . by AUCTION, on TUESDAY, AUGUST 22, at TWELVE, in Lots, 
FOUR very valuable and attractive FREEHOLD VILLAS, known as 
Sussex-lodge and Richmond-cottage, Hammersmith New-road, and 
Nos. | and 2, Vine-cottages, The Grove, Hammersmith, most conve- 
niently situate close to the Shepherd’s-bush Railway Station, and cone 
taining dining and drawing rooms on the ground floor, four bed rooms, 
with kitchen and offices in basement; front and back gardens (one 
having also an additional sitting room, coach-house, and stabling). 
Let chiefly on yearly tenancies, at rents of £40 and £45. 
Particulars as above.—76, Old Broad-street, E.C. 








Verulam-terrace, The Grove, Hammersmith, ciose to Shepherd’s Bush.— 
Freehold Houses, for occupation or investment. 

N R. PHILIP D. TUCKETT is instructed to offer 
for SALE by AUCTION, on TUESDAY, AUGUST, 22, at 

TWELVE, in Lots, SIX well-built and very desirable moderate-sized 

FREEHOLD RESIDENCES, with large gardens, Nos. 14 to 19, Verulam- 

terrace, pleasantly situate, within about three minutes walk of the Shep- 

herd’s-bush and Hammersmith Railway Stations, and let to highly-re- 

spectable tenants, yearly or on three years’ agreements, at rents varying 

from £30 to £15, 

Particulars as above.—No, 76, Old Broad-street, E.C, 





